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INTRODUCTION

Spurr,d by the 1954 Supreme Court Decision outlawing segregation in public sthc,n's,
black Americans have been determined to eliminate all obstacles that prevent thcr,
from exercising their full constitutional rights. Their determination to overcome
racial barriers has tested the nation's commltmenz. to freedom and equality for 111
its citizens. Using such slogans as "Freedom Now" and, more recently, "fleck
Power," black leaders have rallied their constituents to participate in gigantic
Heironstrations in the nation's capital and to risk, their personai safety resist-
ing discriminatory customs and practices.

Efforts to eliminate discrimination due to racial or ethnic background have re-
sulted in some positive changes. Civil rights laws have Feen enacted and mJny
orivate citizens from all social strata have worked to make personal merit and
integrity the basis for acceptance in U. S. society. 3ut even though black Ameri.
cans generally have more opportunity than ever before, many spokesmen for black
communities stress that no gains short of fLli equality can be entirely sufficient
In this context, it is important to know cibout and understand the attitudes of
black youth who within a few years will be a significant part of the constituer-.,
of black leaders and will have an increasingly major role in the struggle for fu
equality. The best way to introduce this study of the attitudes of youth in blac
high schools In five cities is to quote from an earlier study of black students
Kansas City, hissouri conducted In the spring of 1960 by the Center for the Studv
of Metropolitan Problems in Education:

The average student enrolled in these three high schools in
the Kansas City, Missouri ghetto neither believes that the
United States will 5e separated into sub-societies based on
race nor suppor.s the arguments of those who would like to
see ;.his happen. he is optimistic about the future In that
he believes the opportunities open to him are either good or
very good. His expectations on these matters apparently are
not founded on faith in the good will of white Americans,
since he does not feel he can trust roost whites. On the
other hand, he does not personally dislike the few white
Americans whom he has had an opportunity to meet and get to
know. He believes that hcusinc. employment, educational
health, transportation, police, recreational, and social
welfare services or resources in his community are not very
good. He is particularly dissatisfied wish .zonditions re-
garding housing, employment, recreation, and social welfare,
and he is frequently resentful of police officers whon he
tends to see as unnecessarily intimidating or 'bullying"
toward the public. He believes that non-violent actions
stressing education, hard work, orderly protest, and im-
provement of communications between the races constitut9
the best means through which black people should try to
z.chleve greater equality and prosperity, but he appears to
be unconvinced that these non-violent means have done much
good in the past and he Is far from sure that he win not
end up participating in a riot in the future. In general,
then, he appears to be committed to goals involving the
achievement of progress through cooperative means which
proba)ly would be endorsed by the great majority of his
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fellow Americans, but his perceptions of racial relation-
ships and of the problems and conditions in the predominantly-
Negro community in which be lives lead him to accept these
ideals with a certain amount of skepti-:sm and ambivalence.
The discrepancy between the conditions he sees around hr and
his high hopes for the future is reflected in an underlying
sense of unease and bitterness which leads some of his fellow
students to accept the arguments of extreme militants who ei-
ther reject the goals of an integrated society or believe
that progress for black Americans can be achieved only through
violent means. Sharing feelings of dissatisfaction and mis-
trust of whites which are widesisread among his fellow stu-
dents, he is not completely sure that these arguments are
incorrect and he does not find It difficult to visualize him-
self swept up In violent confrontations which might originate
either as protests within Negro communities or in attacks di-
rected against the people who live there. At the present
time it Is impossible to predict whether separatist senti-
ments or propensities to reject non - violence as an ineffec-
tive political philosophy will remain at their current rela-
tively insignificant level or will increase among students
wino will enter predominantly - black high schools in Kansas
City during the next few years.

Given the importance of topics explored in our 1968 stody of blr.ck youth in a
single major city, we believed it was desiresie to condLct a follow-up study to
accomplish two fundamental objectives: 1) determine whether or how the attitude
of Kansas City respondents resemolod or differed from the attitudes of black
yocth in other parts of the United States; and 2) determine whether or how much
change had occurred in the attitudes of Kansas City youth in a tvo-year period
between the spring of 1963 and the spring of 1970.

In the original proposal for this follow-up study submitted to the National Insti-

tute or Renal Health in October of 1969 and described in the present report,
delineated plans to obtain samples of students in all-black or nearly all-blrek
high schools in a number of cities selected to highlight differences that mi,3ht
be associated with size of city red region of the country. Originally, we plannJ
to obtain samples from at least two large cities and two medium-sized cities in
each of the following sections of the United States: East Coast; Upper Midwes-
C.rent Lakes; Lower Midwest-Southwest; Ceep South; and est Coast- Each sample
to consist of 160 respondents stratified so as to include equal numbers of males
i-1(1 females; tenth, elevLnth, ar.d twelfth graeers; and members of !ow2r. soc,o-

economic ("underclass") families as compared with members of working class fami-
lies.

ulfcrtunately, hcmver, we were not able to proceed according to these initft.
'.'hen contacts were made in target cities where we knew educators

1
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in a position to help arrange to collect data fJr the study, a variety of ob-
stacles were encountered which prevented us from obtaining the desired data. In

most cases the obstacle consisted of administrative refusal to allow collection
of data. Generally these refusals were accompanied with expressions of regret
and descriptions of recent interracial conflict which made topics involving so-
cial attitudes in general and interracial attitudes in particular an even more
sensitive matter than is usually the case. In one state refusals reflected state
laws which were interpreted as prohibiting a study utilizing student responses
to our questionnaire, end in several Instances school district policies prohibited
local educators from cooperating with us.

In addition, data from the schools in which we eventually did collect InformaiVn
did not allow us to constitute our individual-school samples with N's of 160 J.s
described above, primarily becagse there generally was too narrow a disti'hutien
of respondents of both sexes across grade levels and social classes, The conse-
frences of this outcome for the research methodology used in the study are de-
scribed in the next chapter.

After considerable effort and many communications with school officials and other
contact persons in various parts of the country, a sample of five srhools2was cb-t
tained from as many cities. Data were obtained during the spring of 1910 with a
questionnaire which was a modification of the one we had used in Kansas City in
;968. Except for Kansas City, the cities in which the schools In th.. sarple are
located will not be identified by name in accordance with guarantees we made that
the anonymity of cities would be protected along with that of participating
school:. and students. The five cities or which data on the attitudes of stu-
dents In all black or nearly all-black high schools were obtained are as follows:

Kansas City, Missouri: Kansas City Is a lower midwestern-
upper southewestcrn city of nearly 500,000 population in a
metropolitan area of approximately 1,250,000. Ps part of
a border stee in which slavery was legal before the Civil
liar, Kansas City followed the southern pattern or de lure
school segregation untr. the Supremo Curt outlawed this
practice in 1954. Although school segregation is no longer
mandated by law, the majority of black students In Kansas
City contin e to attend segregated schools in segregated
neighborhoods, despite a few to%en efforts the school dis-
trkt made in the early 1950's to encourp 'le desegregation.
In 1970 approximately 75% of the Mack stuients In Kansas
City, Missouri schools attended schools which were 90% or
more Week. The regro population constitutes 23% of the
total city population and 50% of the population of the
largest public school district in the city, For the
present study, data were collected frol students in one
of the three predominantly -black hiah schools which were
included in our 192 study.

Eastern City: The second city Included in the sample is

one of the largest on the cast coast, Negroes

2
The questionnaire used in the .tudy Is shown in Appendix A.
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constitute nearly 35% of the total city population and appro/i-
mately sixty percent of the public school enrollment in this
city. An estimated 70% of the black pupils in Eastern City
public schools attend schools which are virtually all black.

Deep South City; The deep soutlf school included in the sam-
ple is Iocated In a very small city of several thousand peo-
ple. About 50 per,:ent of the city population and V- percent
of the public school population is Negro, lie have ,o reason

to believe that this city is either typical or atypical of
other small cities in the deep south.

Upper Midwestern City: The fourth school In our sample is
located in n very large city in the upper midwestern-Great
Lakes region and has one of the largest populations of
black residents it the ration. Approximately 33% of the
people in the city and 55 percent of the students in the
public schools are black. This city is often cited, both
locally and nationally, as having one of the highest if
not the highest rate of residential as well as public
school segregation In the United States. More than ninety
percen, of the black students woo attend public elementary
schools In Upper Midwestern City are enrolled In schools
which are neatly all Negro.

Lower Midwestern City: Lower Midwestern City has a popula-
tion 20% larger than Kansas City. Like Kansas City, this
city is located in a border state where de lure segregation
existed in the schools until l95!,. More than twice as many
black people live in Lower Midwescern City as in Kansas City.
The metropolitan area of Lower Midwestern City is much larger
than the Karsas City SMSA, as is the percentace of black citi
zens within the city population. Approximately L10% of the
residents of Lower Midwestern City and 70% of the public
school students are black. Eighty -five percent of the black
pupils in public schools in Lower Midwestern City arc in
all black schools. These facts Imply that the black ghetto
in Lower Midwestern City is much larger than its counterpart
In Kansas City.

3ecause the sample of cities is so small, the results of the study must be vi(n..el
as exploratory and suggestive of further research rather than as in any sense
definitive findings concerning the attitudes of black youth in differing t::7,2r,
of cities. Nevertheless, to our krowiedge little systematic Information c:
kind reported in this study has been available for even a small samplt of
or four cities, partly because It is extremely difficult to obtain access
large enough numbers of respondents to conduct this type of study. For this
son, we believe the results are worth serious attention from anyone inten, 1

cn.:r:rstanding or conducting further research on the topics explored in the

J



1. Methods and Procedures

Collection of Data

The questionnaire used to collect data in this study was based on an instrument
developed to assess the attitudes of students at three predominantly biack high
schools in Kansas City, Missouri in 1963. A number of the items used in the pre-
vious study were re-worded Or Otherwise refined to improve readability and sever-
al items were changed from open-ended to multiple-choice in order to facilitate
processing of the data. Copies of the revised questionnaire were professionally
printed in sufficient quantity to allow for distribution In batches of three to
four hundred in as many as fifteen schools. The final set of items together vi':h
information on revisions In the original 1968 questionnaire and on the responses
of students in the total sample and the Kansas City subsample is shown in Table 1,

Questionnaires were administered in the Spring of 1970 at the five high schools
at which school officilas had agreed to cooperate In the study. (Information on
the five cities in which these schools are located is provided in the introtor,
section above anf.: will not be repeated In this chapter.1 In each school questic^-
p3ires were distributed and collected by contact persons whom we had good !ea,_cln
to believe maintained cordial and respectful relationships with students and head
the confidence of both the student !Kid} and the staff.2 Respondents were explicit-
ly instructed that they should not provide any information that might allow for
D..-sonal identification and were assurA that nothing would be done to bring ris-
::(2dit or disfavor on their schools.

it should be particularly noted that some of the items on our questionnaire were
:ien-ended questions which students were requested to answer in their own wc,rds.
"r he advantage of this procedure is that students' responses are not influenced
or guided one way or another by response categories such as are used on items
which request respondents to choose among a list of specific alternatives. Thus

an open-ended questiol generally is more likely to yield unbiased information
concerning the original feelings and understandings of respondents than is a mi-
t iple-choice question. Using open-ended questions is especially appropriate in
studies such as the present one in which attitudes being investigated have strong
eotional connotations that may be magnWed by the wording of multiple-choice
responses, thereby leading to inaccuracies In assessing the underlying nature of

these attitudes. The disadvantage of this procedure is that open-ended anst,:-..rs
ru.: be laboriously classified in order to identify commonalities in the view-
points of the population under study. Other problems arise In determining whe-
ther cpen-ended answers have been reliably classified and in encouraging respon-
dents to formulate and write out their On answers rather than to merely circle

(he exact form of the questionnaire as printed and distributed is shcAm in
/Opendlx A.

-1,:cause most re4.ondents in the Kansas City sample knew one of the investiriltor:
and many were aware of his Interest in topics included on the questionnaire, is

I:, possible that some Kansas City respondents may have provided answers
to please him. However, we do not think this tendency was very widespre In

v!rw of the great pains taken to Impress respondents with the importance cc 7
hon;:st aw,iers and the consistency of responses noted In batches of qv ;-

t:annaires from respondents who were more and less acquainted with the
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an Item on a checklist. The latter problem often Is particularly acute amens s;,-
dents who may have difficulty expressing themselves and may be disinclined to fill
out a long questionnaire. In the present study we used multiple-choice items t.,;ler-

ever it was thou %t th!s wasfeasible without appreciably reducing the accuracy or
adequacy of the data and retained the open-ended format for items on which we felt
it could be misleading to provide cues that might lead to biased responses.

Previous research we had conducted with samples of students fron black high schools
had shown that inter-rater reliabilities in categorizing responses on the open-
ended items ranged from 67 to 91%, with most between 7L and 85 percent. For the
present study, four ratersindependently sorted responses on the open-ended items
from a random sample of 100 quest'onnaires into response categories which had been
established after considerable stujy by one of the Investigators. Inter-rater re-
liability using this procedure was 87 percent.

Inasmuch as split-half methods were not appropriate to the questionnaire and it
was impossible to obtain a repeated (identifiable) administration of the question
naire for even a part of the sample, we have no data on the reliability of the
multiple-choice items. However, the relatively high degree of consistency (de-
scribed in later chapters) which was found to characterize responses across the
five cities provides an indication that the instrument as a whole probably is ade
quate in reliability, especially since the questions and the types of responses
requested are straightforward and on their face seem susceptible to relatively
little misinterpretation or wavering on the part of respondents.3

Background and status variables

After questionnaires which contained mostly blank responses had been dkcarde(:.
each respondent's social-class placement was determined with HollingsheIdis '10-
Factor Index utilizing information on the occupation and education of c resp(-T1-
dent's father, mother ( If data are not available on the father), or head o!'
household. Students in the five subsamples were distributed as follows by o: 1,2
level. sex, and ocat class:

3
Relatively large m:mbers of blank responses were found in questionnaires fro 1

several schools in the study, but few questionnaires had to be discarded bec,,Isc,
respondent did not answer most of the Items or did not appear to be treatimi

the questionnaire seriously. Except where otherwise i,idicated, calculations
shown in Table 1 and elsewhere in this study do not include non-respondents on
oivan item.

1-2

2.3



Grade Level Sex Social Class

10 11 12 H F I-111 IV V

% (N) % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N)

Kansas City 37 (69) 36 (67) 2 (52) 47 (89) 53 (99) 19 (3)) 43 (69) 33 (60)
Eastern City - - 26 (53) 74(150) 27 (514) 73(149) 05 (9) 38 (65) 56 (95)
Deep South City 32 (66) 34 (b9) 34 (69) 50(101) 50(103) 01 (1) 29 (50) 71(123)

Upper Midwestern
City - - 65 (64) 35 (35) 51 (50) 49 (49) 09 (6) 33 (23) 59 (41)

Lower Midwestern
City 55 (36) 45 (29) - - 40 (26) bo (39) 36 (14) 38 (15) 26 (!0)

Total sample 23(171) 37(282) 40(306) 42(320) 58(439) 10 (61) 36(222) 5';(32)

Effects of background and status variables

Scores on measures of occupation, education, and social class may have differing
meanings in various communities, particularly when one is comparing communities
as diverse as a large northern city and a small rural-oriented, southern z.-ity.
For example, high school graduation may signify a relatively low level of attain-
ment and prestige In one community and a relatively high level in another. In a

community in which occupational and educational attainment are very low, similar;;,
social Class IV on a five-point scale may signify relatively high social status as
compared with a similar placement in community with a wider distribution of edu-
cational and occupational attainment. For this reason, each respondent was given
two scores showing whether his mother and father were above the respective medians
for paternal and maternal educational attainments among respondents in his awn
school. These data made it possible to explore the question of whether students
in any one city whose mothers or fathers were relatively high on educational at-
tainment differed in their responses on attitude itos from students in the scile
city whose mothers or fathers were relatively low on this component of social ,to-

tus.

9ecause there is come reason to believe that families - particularly block fzm'-
lies - in which the mother has more education than the father may differ in ic

portant respects from families in which the father is more highly educated or
both parents have equal educational attainment, a check was made to determine
ther this consideration would have to be taken into account in analyzing the d-ca.
This VAS done by selecting subgroups of respondents from KansasCity and Eastern
City whose families dlfferad according to whether the mother or father had higher
educational attainment and comparing their responses on fifteen selected atti.ur.:
itcris on the questionnaires. Visuai inspection of the data indicated that in co:._
than 90% of these comparisons there were no differences in the distributions or
res!:onses for the two subgroups within a city differing on paternal vs. mater0.11
education. Thus it was concluded that there was no need to sort respondents Into
separate groups based on how much education their mothers had attained relative

!'Category V is low and category i is high in social class. Due to lack of infor-7:-
tion with which co determine social-class placement, some respondents could not
be placed in one of the social-class categories.

1-3
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to their fathers.

015 noted above, our samples of students from five cities varied widely on such
background and status variables as grade level in school and social class. 3ecause
it was possible that responses to the attitude items might be correlated with sued
background and status variables, differences among the five samples in response
patterns on the attitude items might be due primarily to differences in their
composition rather than to real differences In attitudes from city to city.

To investigate this possibility, Pearson Product-moment correlations and point bi-
serial correlations were computed between the background and status variables on
the one hand and the numerically-scored attitude items on the other.5 Each back-
ground or status variable was correlated separately with fourteen attitude items.
The background and status variables were the following:

Grade level in school (grades 10, 11, and 12)
Sex
Mother's Education (dichotomous)
Sociel Class (five cateriories determined by Hollingshead's

Two-Factor Index)

For the total sample of students from schools in five cities, only two of the 56
correlations between a status or background variable on the one hand and an atti
tude item on the other was as high as .10.6 For the sample as a whole, therefo.
we can say that there were few Instances In which glade level in school, sex,
mother's education, or social class could account for as much as one percent 07
the variance in responses to the attitude items. Given this lack of correlation
between background and status variables and responses to the attitude items and
assuming that the associations between the background and attitude items are line-

we are relatively safe in comparing schools without worrying that the differ-
ences we find In attitudes may be caused by differences in the composition of the
subsamples.

However, to double check on the relation between background and status variables
am; attitude responses we also computed separate correlations for the individua.
subsamples. At this point we chose to disregard most correlations less than .20,
since a correlation less than this magnitude does not allow use of one variable
predict more then four percent of the variance In the other. 'Idle this decisio
necessarily is somewhat arbitrary, we did not belleva that background and status
variables correlated .20 or less with the attitude items could account to any

5Correlations involving the dichotomous variables were point biserlai
the others were product - moment correlations.

The two exceptions were that a correlation of .13 was found between grade
in school and attitudes toward the police and a correlation of .14 was fowl! r-
tween sex and expectations that problems between whites and blacks would
peacefully resolved. The former correlation was due primarily to a cerrekt ln
of .37 in Upper Midwestern City, and the latter to correlations of .18 and ,25 i-
Dr2ep South City and Lower Midwestern City, respectively. Only 11 of the 5',.; cJr-

relations for the total sample were significant at the .05 level, even though
the l!s on which these correlations were computed always were at least 500.
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appreciable extent for attitude differences found between schools.

Less than six percent of the antra- school correlations were .20 or higher, and
some of these can be attributed to chance occurrences In a set of correlations
containing 280 correlatipris.7 In addition, there was little or no consistency in
the correlations found 'rum school-to-school. For example, sex and perceptions
of opportunities for the future correlated at .21 in Kansas City, but no correla-
tions that high appeared in any other school. Similarly, grade level end atti-
tudes toward the police correlated at .28 in Upper Midwestern City but the coil-c-
poinding correlations did not reach .20 in the other four cities. These findincs
further support the conclusion that background and status variables among the
students in our sample are not consistently related to responses on the attitude
items.

At this point we could now rroceed to process the data from our sample of 759
respondents from all-black or predominantly-black high schools in five cities
and to mzke inter -city comparisons as well as inter-attitudinal analyses witho,,t
being overly concerned that differences in background variables between subsam-
ples in the five cities might call into question the validity of our findings.8

7 Only 23 of the 280 Intra-school correlations (56 X 5 schools) were signIflccnL
et the .05 level, and only 5 were significant at the .01 level.

3 However, to ensure caution in citing and interpreting possible differences among
the five schools In our sample, wilt use the .01 level In testing for differ-
ences involving any attitude variable that correlated .20 or higher with a back-
ground or status variable in a school Involved in a Om, ccmparison with One Or
more other schools that differed noticeably on that particular background or
status variable.
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II, General Portrayal of Respondents In Northern Cities

In this section we will describe the "average" respondent in our sample by por-
traying the general levels of responses to questionnaire items. It is important

to keep in mind that the material in this section Is concerned only with the four
northern cities and ignores a few differences (reported in a later section) on
which Deep South City was foynd to differ from the other four cities, Sle will

follow the order of item., shown in Table Fln drawing this portrayal of the gene-
ral level of responses In the four northern cities. Unless otherwise indicated by
the response categories shown in Table 1, students who did not respond to a parti-
cular item have not been Included in calculating percentages used to make compari-
sons in this section or other parts of the report.

I, 3etween two-thirds and one-half of the students in each of the four cities
said they thought the most important reason some black citizens had engaged in
violence had been to gain equal rights.

2. A solid majority of students in the sample defined the term "ghetto" as a icw-

income, overcrowded, slum-type community.

3. A majority of students say they think their neighbors feel safe all or most
of the time. As noted In a later section, however, the proportions of respondents
who gave this answer in the two largest cities (Eastern City and Upper Midwestern
City) were only slightly greater than tie proportions who said their neighbors did
not usually or seldom felt safe in their neighborhoods.

4, The majority of students felt they could trust only 0-20% of whites.

5, Just under half the students in our sample said they do not know Yr,3:.'kiruineAs41,e,
white person well. (The percentages of respondents who gave this answer in the
four cities varied from 41% In Kansas City to 62% in Upper Midwestern City; this
is a relatively narrow range considering that the question was open-ended and the
latitude In answering available to a re!;pondent was quite wide.)

3. the majority of students in our sample said they liked "Some" or 'A few" of
the white persons they had met; less than one-fifth in any one city said they
Med "Hardly any" or "None,"

7. A sizable majority of students said It was not probable or was very unlikely
that "our country will be separated into two nations, one black and one white."

G. to more than 21% of the students in any one city said it was desirable or very
desirable that this type of separation should occur; however, this percentage
varied from 21% in Upper Midwestern City to only 07% In Kansas City.

9. 3etween and 50% of the respondents in the four northern cities marked "Yes,
it c.wld happen" or "Yes, very possible" in responding to the item, "Do ycu think
it is possible you might ever f:nd yourself participating In a riot?" In ez,ch of

these cities at least a plurality of the respondents who gave an affirmative ar-
swer envisioned themselves as possibly being drawn into a riot "If I feel the
cause is just" or "As a way of overcoming injustice and oppression."

10. In each of the four cities a large majority - from 73 to 897 - of the respc-)-
dents said they had never been in trouble with the police.



11. As might have been expected given the depth of police-community problems in
urban areas of the north, respondents tended to describe themselves as more unfa-
vorable than favor-hie toward the police. The percentages of respondents who de-
scribed themselves as unfavorable or very unfavorable toward the police varied from
28% in Kansas City to 50% in Eastern City; only in Kansas City did a slightly
higher proportion of respondents select "Favorable" or "Very Favorable" than se-
lected "Unfavorable'' or "Very Unfavorable."

12. In explaining the basis for their attitudes toward the police, between one-
fourth and one-third of the respondents in each city said the police do not offer
protection when needed or have questionable ethics and between one-

fifth and one-fourth claimed that the police are prejudiced, disrespectful, or in-
equitable toward black people.

13. In each of the four cities, the reason most commonly given by respondents who
said they were favorable toward the police was that some police officers are "OK."

14. A majority of the students In each of the four cities said that the problems
of getting a job in their city were "Very serious" or "Moderately serious." ; -;ow-

ever, the percentages of students who gave this response ranged from 56% in Kansas
City to 72% in Upper Midwestern City and Lower Midwestern City.

15. In each city the reason most commonly given for job problems being serious
was racial discrimination in hiring; the reasons given by respondents who did not
perceive job problems as serious generally were that jobs could be obtained by
those who possessed education and technical skills or a strong desire to work.

This pattern suggests that respondents who perceive job problems as serious may
be responding on a different basis or using a different definition than those who
do not. Respondents who perceive much racial discrimination in hiring or are par-
ticularly concerned about such discrimination tend to believe there are serious
problems finding employment. Respondents who believe that applicants can get at
least low-level work whatever their race tend to perceive job problems as being
less serious than the former group which seems more concerned with the effects of
present or previous discrimination on black people's opportunities to obtain
middle-level or high-paid jobs.

16. In each of the four cities two the three most frequently-offered defini-
tions of "Black Power" were classified under the headings "Total equality and
freedom to do what whites do" and "Black unity and pride," except that Kansas City
respondents did not offer this definition among their top three. Instead, Kansas

City respondents defined :Ilack Power as "Just a word; nothing; confusion; /or/
foolishness or a! "Power to control and Influence the destiny of the black elm-
munity" about as often as they defined it in terms of equality and freedom or unity
and pride. Lower Midwestern City students responded with the sloyln "all power to
the people" (or some variant of it) as often as they gave any other definition.
In both Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City, the most frequent and second-most
frequent definitions were "slack unity and pride" and "Total equal(+.y rid freedom

to do what whites do," respectively.

1/. Less than one-fifth of our respondents disagreed with "the Ideas of black vo,
pie who argue that non-violence fs the best way to achieve the goals ,)f black pcc

pie." The percentages of respondents who "Disagreed" or "Disagreed very ruch"
with such Ideas were 13% in Kansas City and 2Cr'A In each of the other three cities.
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I8. In each of the four c,ies the respons- category most frequently ..elected it
response to the item, "' "hat do you think are the three most important LI,Hgs
needed to achieve the goals of black people (circle three)" was "Education." Th-2

only other response categories which appeared among the three receiving as much as
10% of the citations in any one city were "Illites must accept blacks es e,,tals,"
"3etter understanding and communications," and "Develop personal pride." In each

of the four cities responses focusing on peaceful initiative on the part of indi-
vidual blacks (i.e., "Develop personal pride"; "Education"; and "Individual deter-
mination to succeed") were selected far more frequently than any other types of
responses. (The percentages of responses in these categories varied from 37 in

Upper Midwestern City to 52% in Lower Midwestern City,) In no city did the respons.:

categories "Peaceful demonstration and protest," "Retaliation against wilite raci!1,'
and "Geurilla warfare" together receive more than lO of all citations.

19. A majority of respondents in each of the four cities felt that the problems
between blacks and whites either probably would not or definitely would not be

solved in a peaceful and constructive way." The percentages varied frc 1 507, in

Kansas City to approximi ely two-thirds in the ,Ither three .ltles.

20. In each of the four cities a greater percentw of re,,pondents said it was
"Very likely" or "Likely" that schools in the north k ill be integrated in the fu-
ture than said it was "Unlikely" or "Very unlikely.' The percentages who said
they thought it was likely schools in the north would be integrated varied from

In Upper Midwestern City to 64% in Lower Midwestern City. Amcng these groups,
the percentages of respondents who thought that northern schools would be inte-
grated within the next four years and the next ten years, respectively,were ea
least 32, and 73% in each of the four cities.

21. A large majority of respondents in each of the four c'ties, varying from 59/
in Upper Midwestern City to 3G4 in Kansas City, said they felt their opportun-
ities for the future were "Good" or 'Very good."

22. 3y far the most commonly-cited problems given in responding to the item,
"'hat is the one biggest problem holding black people back In your city?" were
classified under the headings "Racial discrimination and "Lack of education or
skills," except that only 127 of the respondents in Lower Midwestern City cited
racial discrimination as compared with a minimum of 21% in each of the other three
cities.

"hen respondents who cited reasons which could be considered unambiguously as "de-
ficiencies" among individual black people (i.e., "Laziness or other bad habits";
"Lack of education or skills"; "Lack of ambition"; "Lack of ability"; And "Lack of
confidence In self") were considered together, the percentages of respondents who
gave this type of reason varied from 3U In Lower Midwestern City to 497, in Upper

Midwestern City. In Kansas City, Eastern City, and Lower Midwestern City, these
percentages were approximately equal to the percentages of respondents who offerod
the two unambiguously society-based reasons "Racial discrimination" and "Lack of
job opportunities."

23. In each of tit. four cities, the reast most cc.raionly selected In responding

to the Item, 'n /hat would you say are the two most Important ''...sons why sore or
your fellow students do poorly in school?" was "Lack of studying," (Only in Upper

Midwestern City, where 5v, of the respondents who answered tie question said
"leachers don't understand" and Ii07, said "Poor teaching," dic respondents cite a
school-related cause nearly as frequently as they attributed school failure to
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lack of study on the part of their fellow students.)

2t,. in no city did more than 16Y, of the respondents rate housing facilities for
black people in their city as "Good" or "Very good."

25. In no city did more than 30% of the respondents rate employment services for
black people in their city as "Good" or "Very good."

2G. In three of the four cities, more respondents rated education for black peo-
ple in their city as "Mediocre" than selected any other response category; in
Upper Midwestern City, more respondents selected "Poor" than any other response
category.

2j. In all four cities, more respondents rated transportation for black people
in their city as "Good" or "Very good" than rated it "Poor" or "Very poor." In
three of ti.e four cities this pattern also held for health services.
23. In no city did as many as one-fifth of respondents rate police services for
black people in their city as "Very good" or "Good." At least 55% in each of the
four cities rated police services as "Poor" or "Very poor."

29. In each of the four cities the percentage of respondents who rated recreation
services and facilities for black people in their city as "Poor" or "Very poor"
was considerably higher than the percentage who rated recreation as "Good" and
"Very good."

30. In each of the four cities the percentage of respondents who rated welfar,
services for black people in their city as "Poor" or "Very poor" was considerably

higher than the percentage who rated welfare as "Good" or "Very good."

31. In no city did more than 21% of the respondents say they definitely would not
or probably would not live in an integrated neighborhood if the situation arose;
however, the percentages of respondents who said they either definitely or prob-
ably would be willing to live in an Integrated neighborhood varied from 57`Y, in

Kansas City to IA% in Eastern City.

32. In each of the four cities the response most frequently selected in response
to the item, "How desirable do you think it is to achieve integrated housing?" ms
"i!ct particularly desirable."

33. In each of the four cities, between forty and fifty percent of our respondents
indicated that they either were "One of the best students in my class" or "Above
the middle of my class." Inasmuch as'a majority of our sample consists of etevent;)
and twelfth graders in schools with relatively high dropout rates, this pattern
ray represent an accurate reading of our respondents' school performance relative
to all the fella% students who entered high school with them as well as a c',,Tplonly-
found tendency to slightly exaggerate one's standing compared with most other stu-
dents in a high ichool.

34. The percentages of respondents who agreed with the item, "Good luck is (Dre

important than hard wlrk for success" varied from OCV, in Kansas City to 197 in

Upper Midwestern City.

The percentages of respondents who agreed with the item, "People like me don't
have much of a chance to be successful in life" varied from 04% in Kansas City and
Lower Midwestern 1:ity to IG% in Upper Midwestern City.
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Thu percentages of respondents who answered "Often" or "Very Often" in response
to the item, "My experience has made me feel that life Is not worth living" varied
from 05% in Eastern City to 13% in Lower Midwestern City. In none of the four
cities did as many as 40% of the respondents select the response c,..5tegories "Some-
times," "Often," or "Very often."

The percentages of students who answered "Seldom" or "Very seldoH" in response to
the item!'? feel a sense of pride and accomplishment as a result of the kind of
person I am" varied from 07% ?n Upper Midwestern City to 14% in Lower Midwestern
City.

It should be noted that while we do not have data which would enable us to deter-
mine whether these response patterns are "high" or "low" in comparison with the
attitudes of white students or youth from other ethnic groups, it is well estab-
lished that items such as those cited above dealing with fate control and self-
concept are very sensitive In predicting achievement levels and other attitudinal
correlates among youth from differing groups. The well-known study on Equality of
Educational Opportunity in the United States, for example,found that attitudes
tapped by these types of items were more strongly related to achievement than 31?
other types of "variables measured In the survey, including all measures of family
background and all school variables . .11 The survey also found that for minor-
ity but not majority white students, Items dealing with fate control were better
predictors of achievement than were those dealing with self concept as a learner.
'No of the three Items which the study used to measure sense of fate control among
twelfth graders were the two we Included on "Good suck is more important than hard
work for success" and "People like me don't have much of a chance to be success-
ful in life." In this regard, it should be specially noted that respondents in
Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City scored lower on these two Items of fate con-
trol (i.e., more sense of powerlessress) than did respondents In Kansas City and
Lower Midwestern City.

35. The percentages of respondents who said their opinions on the topics dealt
with in the questionnaires had changed "t little" or "None at all" in the past fq
years varied within a relatively narrow range from 34% in Kansas City to 41% in
Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City. However, the percentages of respondents
who said their opinions had changed "Very much" or "Much" varied from in in Upper
Midwestern City to 32% in Lower Midwestern City.

Among respondents who said their opinions had changed, the percentages who saH
their opinions had become more optimistic varied within a relatively narrow range
from 567 in Kansas Clty to 63% in Lower Midwestern City. The comparable perce
tages who said their op!nlons had become more pessimistic varied within 3 relative-
ly narrow range from 22% In Kansas Clty to 13% in Eastern City. As can be inferreJ
from the patterns described above, this means that the percentages of students who
responded to the items asking about ,pinion change and said their views had beco:1-
more optimistic or more pessimistic were roughly similar from city to city, with
an average of 424 across the four cities reporting their view had become more opti-
mistic, 12% reporting their views had become more pessimistic, and 0'.% reporting
that "bone of these terms fit."

1

James S. .:oleman, et. al., Equality of Educational Opportunity (1lashington. D.C.:
U. S. Government Printing Office, 1966), p. 319,
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36. In each of the four cities, the answers respondents most frequently gave to
explain why their opinions had changed in the past few years were classified under
the heading "Because of more pride or awareness or knowledge of social issues."
The percentages of respondents who explained why their opinions had changed and
gave reasons in this category varied frcm 36% in Kansas City to 50% In Upper Mid-
western City. Howeer, it also should be noted that less than half the respon-
dents who responded to the multiple-choice item on attitude change went on to re-
spond to the open-ended request for an explanation, which was the last item on the
questionnaire.

37. As described at greater length in another section of this report, the NAACP
and the 3lack Panthers were cited far more often than other groups or organiza-
tions in response to the item, "What groups do you feel are doing the most to help
black people?" Although a good deal of local variation appeared to be affecting
response patterns from city to city, only in Upper Midwestern City (where the
Southern Christian Leadership Conference was cited more frequently than the NAACP)
and in Eastern City (where the SCLL was cited 61% as often as the NAACP) were
third most frequently-cited organizations mentioned at least 50% as often as the
NAACP and the Black Panthers.

Having reviewed the general level of response among students in the four non-
southern cities included in our sample, we are row in a position to summarize the
the attitudes of the "typical" respondent,

The average respondent, as revealed in our data, is distrustful of most whites 7.nd
knows few or no white persons well, but he has positive feelings about some of the
whites he has met. He neither believes that separation between the races will be-
come complete nor supports such a development,

He has never been in trouble with the police but he thinks it is possMe he miOt
some day find himself participating in a riot if its roots appear to lie in inju--
tite and oppression. At the present time he is unfavorable toward the police, pri-
marily because he tends to see them as oppressive and/or unresponsive to the n eds
of black people. He believes employment problems are serious in his city, pa ,,y

because of racial discrimination. He Is favorably disposed toward the concept of
31ack Po.,ver, which he defines In terms of achieving equality, freedom, and racial
pride. Although he secs the use of violence among some black reopie as motivated
primarily by an intention to gain equal rights, he rejects violence in favor r-f
acquiring education an3 skills and developing better interracial relations, R,

the same time, he is apr nsive about the future of relations between the races,
although he is optimistic about his own opportunities for the future.

H? is not sure whether tie problem, of black people arc due more to internal diffi-
culties in taking advantage of opportunities o; 'n icc. imination and other fo:ce!-

in the larger society. As regards ols lo,a1 r-;Obcrhood, he rates services ar,d
facilities in housing, employment, education, law enfor c,rent,

recreation, and welfare as poor or mediocre. r.)wever, he does not fee, oe lives

In a chetto, which he defines as a irw-income slum for the very poor, if he /' os

in a large, non-border city, he finds that many of his neighbors do not fcei phy! !-
cally safe, and he is more inclined to feel fatalistic and powerless about hif,
than is his counterpart In smaller, border cities.

Although he would be willing to live In an integrated neighborhood, he does net
lieve that integrated housing is particularly Important. His views on topics



investigated in our questionnaire either have not changed very much in the past
few years or have tended to become more optimistic as a result of a
heightening racial and social awareness he perceives among black people. In
general, he believes that the NAACP and the Black Panthers have been the most
outstanding organizations working for improvement in the lives of black people,
though he may also recognize the contributions of other prominent organizations
if any are active in his community.

In sum, we could have done no better in drawing this portrayal of the average
respondent in the non-southern cities in our sample than to have repeated the
description from an earlier Kansas City study with which we began this report
(see pp. I -1 ). The fact that the orientations of the average respondent in
the four cities in 1970 were generally similar to the orientations of Kansas City
students in 1968 underlines the relatively close agreement which seems to char-
acterize the attitudes of black youth in many cities across the United States.
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Iii. Support for Orcorizations

In order to determine which organizations and groups were viewed most favorably by
students in our sample, respondents were asked to answer the item,"Aat groups do
you feel are doing the most to help black people?" To avoid influencing the re-
sponses, the item was left open-ended, with five lines provided to write in the
names of as many groups. Although this procedure probably resulted in more non-
responses than would have been the case If an item with a list of groups to circle
or check had been used, placing the item as the first substantive question on th2
questionnaire minimized the problem by encouraging a high rate of response. The

percentage of respondents who wrote in the name of at least one group was a rel,-,-
tively high 7!);',, Organizations and grol!ps cited by the respondents are sho,,,,n in

'fable 2. 3ec,:use many respondents cited more than one organization, the total
number of citations shown in Table 2 is much more than the study N of 759.1

The most striking finding shown in Table 2 is the degree to which citations were
limited to only three groups. The NAACP, with 319 citations, and the ;lack Pan -
thers, with 318 citations, were the only two groups cited by more than half the
students who responded to the item. By way of contrast, the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference was cited by 193 respondents (35d!), and the next highest
category, which consisted of miscellaneous youth-oriented groups in each city, re-

ceived only 50 citations. Together, the NAACP, the 'lack Panthers, and the SCLC
received 70:1 of all the citations.

Regional and local variations in group% cited as "doing the ,T,ost to help black
people" are very evident in the response patterns shown in 'mole 2. For egample,

the SCLC was cited significantly more ofte9 In Deep South City and Upper i-Jd.est-
ern City than in the other three .:itles (X = 90.C1; df = 1; p .001) - a prelic.-

able finding in view of the fact that it is basically a southern organization
which has beer A,tive in few northern cities other than Upper Midwestern City,
Similarly, the Jlack Panthers were cited most often in Upper Midwestern City,
where they have been very active and won a great deal of sympathy when sone 01
their leaders v,,ere slaughtered in a police raid, and least often in
where the local chapter has been so relatively unsuccessful that some of iv.
leaders organized a new group called the Sons of Malcolm. Another perhaps pr,-.17,-c-

able variation was seen in the fact that support for the NAACP apparently L r.
fated to southern location, as might be expected in view of that organizatic,i'',
record of leadership in the civil rights drive: the NAACP was cited signifi
mop frequently in Deep South City than in the two cities In border states
(X = 0.02; df = 1; p <,001, and significantly more frequently in the latter
cities than in Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City (X2 = (0.n7; df = I; p,;

Other examples of locally-important conditions were apparent in Eastern City,
where 187, of the respondents cited an economic-development project led by a I

minister, and In Kansas City, where fully one-third of the respondents cited
Black Economic Union, which was given much local Impetus by nationally-known
well as locally prominent black athletes.

'The patterns reported In this section were essentially no different when an
t.. re analyzed in terms of the first choices offered In response to the item 1

ther than including all the citations of respondents who named more than one
9snization.
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Another notable pattern in Table 2 is that only 27, of the respondents cited chur h

groups (excepting the SCLC and the -flack Muslims) as ''doing the most to help black

people" and only 3% cited the Urban League. The latter organization, however,

was cited by 12% of the respondents in Upper Midwestern City, where the League's

long-time director had been very well known and had gained a national reputation

for his wore< there.

It was interesting to find that 20% of the respondents in Deep South City cited

the flack Muslims, but, as noted elsewhere, this response possibly reflects .e-1

eeageeeated conception of the Muslims' importance in the north rather than an as-

sessment of their activity in Deep South City itself.

One other notable finding in Table 2 is that 14"e of the respondents in Kansas City

cited government employment agencies as doing much to help black people, as c,14-
7ared with less than 1% of the respondents in the other four cities. Ye 113 no

way of knowing, however, 14pether this difference Indicates that coveromeotal em-

p!oy(fQnc-orientcd agenriec actually are more effective in Kansas City than the
ether cities or whether !t reflects differential success in public relations ef-

i'orts,

in addition to identifying groups which are doing the most to help black people,

respondents also were asked to indicate, In what way are these groups doing most

to help black people?" Of zee seven response categories provided (see Table I),
Five were chosen by 40 percent or more of the respondents in the total sample.
These five response categorie' were as follows: "bringing black people together ";

"helping set up black business"; "helping to find jobs"; "encouraging education";
and "developing black pride." Po response category was chosen, however, by more

than ';',2 percent of the students in the overall sample or more than 64 percent of

the students in any on echool. This pattern suggests that black youth tend to

be relatively consistent from city to city in rhedr perceptioes of the kinds of

actions which are being undertaken to help black people. In the opinion of our

respom: nts, these actions do not include "telling the man off" and "influencir, .

the government"; only 11 percent and 14%, respectively chose these two cetegorie5.

Since the NAACP and the 31ack Panthers were cited far more often than any other

group as "doing the most to help black people," we carried out an additional

analysis to determine whether these two organizations were perceived as miirg
differing sorts of contributions to the welfare of black people. To do this stu-

dents who cited only the NAACP or only the Black Panthers were compared Nit;1 r

Fpect to responses to the item asking respondents to specify "in what ways these

groups are doing most to help black people," These comparisons showed that re-

spondents who cited the ?lack Panthers were more likely to select the cetegorHs
"telling the man off" and "developing black pride" (157, and 56%, respective' e)
than were those who cited the NAACP (0'el, and 367), Conversely, those %.,1,0

the OAACP more frequently selvted "hee ing to find jobs" (510 than dH those

010 cited the Panthers (257).4

2
Ch 1 squares with one degree of freedom and corresponding probaeility levels For

these three sets of comparisons were as follows: 5.05, p p .0:;

pl .005.
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IV. Differences Between Northern Cities

chwe. 0.u- sample of four cities outside the south included two very large cities
in the upper midwest and east, respectively, and two medium-sized border cities,
it is possible for us to explore the issue of whether differences exist in the
attitudes of black high school students in these two contrasting types of city.
in the remainder of this section the former two cities will be referred to as nor-
thern cities and the latter two as border cities, Uhile a sampie of only two
schools In each of these categories is too small to allow for defLpitive conclu-
sions, a pattern of consistent differences between the two (large) northern
cities on the one hand and the two (medium-sized) border cities on the other
would suggest that conditions associated with size and region may play a part in
shaping the attitudes of black youth.

To explore these possibilities, comparisons were made between the combined re-
sponses of students in Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City and the combined re-
sponses of students in Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City. The procedure
followed was to study response patterns to identify those on which large differ-
ences seemed to exist between Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City respondents
on the one hand and Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City on the other, Partftu-

lar attention was given to items oz which the authors had some reason to beli(ve
that there might be differences in the attitudes of black students in large nor-
thern cities as compared with black high school students in medium-sized bo-jer
cities. Comparisons between the two groups on some of the Items dealing with re-
spondents' assessment of local facilities and services in their home cities are
shown in Table 3.

TABLE 3

Comparisons Between Ratings of Local Services and Facilities
of Respondents in Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City and

Respondents in Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City

Service and Response Proportion in Kansas
Categories Selected City and Lower Mid-
for Comparison western City

Proportion In Eastern
City and Upper Mid-
western City

Chi Square
Level of
Significance

Housing very poor or V,
ei

poor 105/239 1:14 153/249 61 13.92;<:.001
Employment very poor
or poor 62/238 26 114/251 45 19.04; ( .001

EduLution very poor or
poor 61/236 26 98/247 40 9.32; ;.005
Health very poor or
poor 50/23t: 21 91/247 37 13.14; ( .001

Transportation ;cry
poor or poor 44/234 19 92/253 36 16.81; .001

Police very poor or
poor 129/232 56 162/246 66 4.83; .05

Recreation very poor
or poor 107/231 46 136/244 56 ,C5

Yelfare very pain or

p0':'r 9/237 0 ilt1236 1'0 2.02;;

IV-1
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The data In Table 3 show that on seven of the eight comparisons, the proportions
of Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City respondents who say that services and
facilities for black people In their city are "poor" or "very poor" Is greater at
a statistically significant level of .05 or better than are the comparable pro-
portions for respondents from Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City; on the
eighth comparison (welfare), responses of the two groups are not significantly
different.' 'Thus it is clear that respondents in the two la-ge northern cities
are less positive al: )ut the quality of important pubilc and ,octal services avail-
able to black people in their neighborhoods than are respondents In the two
smaller border cities.2

In addition, It was also found that the percentage of respondents in Kansas City
and Lower Midwestern City who said their neighbors feel safe "Almost all the
time" or "Most of the time" was significantly larger at toe .001 level than the
comparable percentage of respondents in Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City
(X2 = 15.16; If - i).

Similar findings emerged with respect to items on the questionnaire that deait
in one way or another with perceptions of opportunity for oneself or for black
people In general. For example, in response to the question, "Do you feel your
opportunities for the future are good?", only 67 percent of the respondents in
the two large northern cities .1.s compared with 79 percent In the two smaller

11n nearly all cases these differences held for both males and females when sev-
rate comparisons were made with the subsamples divided by sex.

2

The conclusion that students in the two larger northern cities tend to be more
negative about focal services than respondents in the two medium-sized border
cities Is supported further by responses to the item, "How would you describe
your attitudes toward the police?" In response, 75% of the former group, as
compared with only 48% of the latter, described themselves as "Very unfavorable''
or "Unfavorable" (X2 = 24.03; df = 1; p 1.005). In explaining their answers,
furthermore, 25% of the Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City volunteered on-
si,:ers which categorized the police as "bullies," "prejudiced," or "piss," es con,
pared with only 48% of the latter, described themselves as "Very unfavorable" 0:
"Unfavorable" (X2 = 24.03; df = I; p (.005). In explaining their answers, fur-
thermore, 25% of the Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City volunteered answers
which categorized the police as "bullies," "prejudiced," or "pigs," as compared
with 15% In Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City (X2 = 7.60; df = I; p < .01).

e have not chosen to emphasize this difference In attitudes toward the police,
however, primarily because both Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City are na-
tionally known for the bitternev: of the relations betwoen the police and many
groups in the black community. In both cities, government officials have 0E--,,niv
supported repressive measures against blacks, police have been murdered witho'rt
provocation while on duty in the ghetto, and blacks have been killed in very
questionable circumstances as regards the proper and measured use of police ;lower,
30th cities also are nationally known for the strength and Internecine warfare
their teenage and young-adult gangs. For these reasons, differences in att!,yro
toward the police between our two northern cities on the one hand and our ivr0
border cities on the other, may not reflect regional or size differences tut ,a-
ther may be due to the special circumstances which exist in our two rarthe-r.

cities.
IV-3



border cities chose the categories "very good" or "good" (X2 = 8.12; df = 1;

p< .005).) In responding to the Item, "What do you think is the most important
reason why some black citizens have engaged in violence?", Upper Midwestern City
and Eastern City respondents more frequently attributed such violence to the re-
sponse category 'lack of opportunity" in preference to the categories attributing
it to "looting," "revenge," gr "stupidity" than did respondents in Kansas City
and Lower Midwestern City (X = 11.42; df = 1; p .001). When the category "out
of stupidity" was removed from consideration, respondents In the two smaller cities
more frequently attributed "violence engaged in by some black citizens" to motives
of "revenge" or "lotting" than did respondents in the two larger cities (X2 = 13,1'
df = 1; p< .001).

Another set of variables on which students In the two large northern cities dif-
fered from students in the two smaller border cities involved three items which
WEre concerned with separatism. In response to the question, "Do you think our
nation will be separated into two nations, one black and ore white?;, 31% of the
former group said such a development was "Almost certain," "Certain," or "Prpbabic,
as compared with only 18% of the latter group (X2 = 11.51; df = 1; p <.001).' In

responding to the item, "Do you feel this would be desirable or undesirable," fur-
Ciermore, 29% of the respondents in the two larger cities vho were willing to take
a definite stand replied that separation was "Very desirable" or "Desirable," as
contrastes1 with r corresponding figure of II% among responeents in the two smaller
cities (X - i6.14; df = 1; p .001). In responding to the question, "If the
situation arose, would you be willing to live in an integrated neighborhood?", fi-
nally, respondents in Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City less frequently said
"Definitely" or "Probably" than did respondents in Kansas City and Lower Midwestern
City (X2 = 7.97; df = 1; Pc .005).5 Thus respondents in the two larger northern
cities not only were relatively more inclined to believe that separation "into
two nations' would occur, but also were more favorable toward such a development
and less willing to consider living in integrated communities.6

-Because males in our overall sample were significantly more optimistic than the
females at the .05 level, and because our Kansas City sample had a much higher
proportion of males than our Eastern City sample, we would not have accepted this
difference as significant If it had riot exceeded the .01 level. As a double
check, comparisons (Aso were made with the samples subdivided first by sex and
:hen by grade level. The difference between the two ,orthern cities and the tw'
',order cities persisted for each sex and for 12th graders, but not for 11th grad-
ers.

4
For the same reasons as those described in footnote 3, we would not have accepted
this difference as significant if it had not reached the .01 level. The differ-
ence was found to hold for both sexes, even though sex correlated with response:,
on this item at the .01 level in the overall sample.

5 For reasons similar to those cite4 in footnotes 2 and 3, we would not have ac-
cepted this difference as significant unless it had reached the .01 level.

'There WIS no apparent difference between the two groups, however, with respect to
the item "How desirable do you think it is to achieve integrated housing ? "; ap-
proxirotely 407, of the respondents in both groups felt that the achievement of
integrated housing Is "not particularly desirable."

3 '3



Still anothe, type of item on which respondents in the two large northern cities
ditfered from respondents in the two border cities were those designed to tap re-
spondents' sense of fate control. As we noted in the section on "General Portray-
al of Respondents in Northern Cities," such items have been shown to be sensitive
and powerful predictors of achievement in school. In the present study, the per-
centages of respondents in the two types of cities who agreed with the two state-
ments used to tap sense of fate control indicated that black youth in the two
large northern cities tended to feel less sense of control over their futures than
did their counterparts in Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City, As shown In
Table 4, Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City respondents were less inclined to
give fatalistic responses than were respondents In Upper Midwestern City and
Eastern City.'

TABLE I4N

Percentages of Respondents In Large Northern Cites and Smaller Border Cities ktho
"Agree Much" or "Agree Very Much" with Two Fate Control Items*

I tem

Kansas Lower MW
City

Good Tuck is more 08 09
important than hard
work for success.

People like me don't 04 04

have much of a chance
to be successful In
life.

Combined percentage
on both items

Cities
xairm`C t ty
and Lower
MW City

Eastern
City

Upper MW
City

Es-ueninti-77-
and Upper Mg

City

08

04

11

08

19

18

lb

13

15

*Percentages in this table are based on the numbers of respondents who either
agreed or disagreed with the statements and do not include respondents who marked
"Not sure."

In su-, our data suggest that black youth In large northern cities tend to be more
negative about the quality of local ser.,ices and facilities for black people lnd
the safety of their neighborhoods than are black youth In smaller border cities
such as Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City, less positive about their oppor-
tunities for the future, more fatalistic about their chances in life, more

differences (in terms of respondents agreeing relative to those disagreJ.9)
t i.ween Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City respondents on the one hand and
i4)er Midwestern City and Eastern City respondents on the other hand were sigifi-
cant at the .001 level on the "People like . . ." item and on the two items
combined and at the .10 level on the "Good luck . . ." item.



inclined to attribute violence engaged In by "some black citizens" to lack of op-
portunity, and more supportive of separatism as well as more expectant that the
United States may be "separated Into two nations, one black and one white."

Oper Midwestern City contrasted with Eastern City

The preceding section identified several ways in which the attitudes of black youth
may be related to size and/or regional location among cities in the north. Since

Upper Midwestern City Is a good deal larger than Eastern City, the two groups of
students would be expected to differ on these same attitudes (i.e., those described
in the preceding section) in a direction consonant with the differences in size of
city. More speclfi:ally, Upper Midwestern City respondents should be more nega-
tive than Eastern City respondents about local services and facilities, Tess posi-
tive and more fatalistic about their opportunities for the future, more fatalistic,
more Inclined to attribute violence engaged in by "some black citizens" to lack of
opportunity, and more supportive of separatism as well as more expectant that sepa
ratism will occur.

To test these hypotheses, comparisons similar to those reported in the preceding
section were made between the responses of students in Upper Midwestern City and
students in Eastern City. Before describing these comparisons, it should be em
phasized that previous visual inspection had indicated that Upper Midwestern City
anrI Eastern City ranked first and second (or third and fourth, depending on the
c...r,pectivel among the four non-southern cities on all the items dealt with in
this part of the report.

As regards the quality of local services and facilities, the hypothesis was con-
firmed in that on four of the eight comparisons respondents in Upper MicKestern
City more frequently said local services or facilities were "Poor" or "Very Poor"
than did respondents in Eastern City (welfare, p 1.005; emplorent, p (.05; c&r.a-
tion, p (.05; police, p (.005); in none of the remaining four cases were respci-
dents in Eastern City significantly more negative about the quality of local scri-
ices than respondents in Upper Midwestern City.b

As regards safety in their neighborhoods, there was no significant difference in
the percentages of respondents who said their neighb;Jrs feel safe "Almost all" or
"Most" of the time (X' = .49; df = 1; p( .10).

As regards opportunities for the future, a smaller percentage of respondents in

Upper Midwestern City felt their opportunities for the future were "Very good" or
"Good" than was true among respondents In Eastern City (X = 7.22; df = i; p < .01).

As regards fatalism, Upper Midwestern City respondents were more likely to see
themselves as exercising less control over their lives than were respondents In

8
Respondents in Upper Midwestern City were not personally less favorable toaic;
the police than were respondents in Eas:ern City. Rather, it could be said th't
both groups were equally - and overwheiningly - unfavorable; 76% of the sturier,,

'in Eastern City and 75% in Upper Midwestern City said their attitudes toard trc
police were either "Unfavorable" or "Very unfavorable."

4



Eastern Ci, ty. 9

As regards attribution of "violence enga:,,ed in by some black people" to "lack of
opportunity," the prediction not only was not borne out, but it was found that
the percentage in Eastern City attributing violence to this cause was slightly
higher than the covarable percentage In Upper Midwestern City. This difference

between the two cities, however, was not significant at the .05 leve' (X2 = .70;
df = 1; p) .05).

As regards expectancy that "our country will be separated into two nations, one
black and one white," the prediction was confirmed: a smaller percentage of
Upper Midwestern City respondents than of Eastern City respondents said such
cepalation would !yrobahly not" occur or would be "Very villkely" (X = 5.89;
df = 1; p<.025).° As regards support for separatism, however, there was no
significant difference between respondents in the two cities (X.1 = 1.35; df = 1;

u ) .05)."

On balance, our hypotheses that Upper Midwestern City students would differ frcm
Eastern City respondents on the variables descrfbed,above were confirmed at least
partially on four of the six groups of comparisons." Since these results are
compatible with the previous finding concerning differences between the two nor-
thern cities and the two border cities, they lend additional support to the con-
clusion that black youth in segregated environments in larger non-southern cities
tend to be more negative about local conditions, less c)timistic and more fatalis-
tic about their future, and more expectant that separation will occur than are
their counterparts in smaller non-southern cities.

Having identified several differences possibly associated with size of city, we
can speculate that the underlying factor responsible for some of these differences
may well be siza.ol' the ghetto. That Is, it stands to reason that the low-Income
black ghettoes In Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City probably are considerabi:
larger In size than their counterparts in Kansas City and Lower Midwest City.
However, we do not have any data showing that the respondents in our Eastern City

91he differences between Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City respondents y;ere
..:Ignificant at the .05 level on the "People like me . . ." item at the .01 level
on the two items combined.

10A striking 42% of the respondents in Upper Midwestern City said that separation
either was "Almost certain," "Certain," or "Probable." This finding suggests
that expectancy of separatism alreE.ly may Le far advanced among black youth ?ho
have little contact with whites In very large northern cltie'.

11

Although not significant, the difference of seven percentage points was in the
predicted direction,

12These differences with respect to opportunities for the future and the
hood of separation run counter to what one would expect given the differing
sexual composition of the Eastern and Upper Midwestern City samples, thus lend-
ing additional support to the conclusion that they are meaningfully associated
with size of city.

4,)
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and Upper Midwestern City samples actually do live in larger ghettoes than do our
Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City respondents; hence we cannot directly test
the hypothesis that size of ghetto may be a more important determinant of the at-
titudinal differences reported in this sectio. than size of city. 3ut since at-
titudes regarding optimism and fatalism about the future, separatism, and rating
of local services obviously are important to the future of urban development in
general and the future of race relations, and since black ghettoes in many U. S.
cities are constantly growing larger, this hypothesis should be explicitly inves-
tigated in further research.

Kansas City contrasted with Lower Midwestern City

Following the same reasoning as led us to hypothesize differences would exist be-
tween Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City on the variables which discriminated
between Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City on the one hand and Kansas City and
Lower Midwestern City on the other, we also examined the differences between
Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City on these variablq. Since Kansas City -)1(1

Lower Midwestern City differ only by 15 or 20% in size, .' we hypothesized tit re-
sponses of students in our samples from these two cities would not differ at a
statistically significant level on these variables. However, there is reason tc.,
believe that the black ghetto In Lower hidwestern City Is much larger than in
Kansas City; thus if responses are associated more with size of ghetto per se
than with size of city, we might expect to find differences between Kansas City
and Lower Midwestern City similar to those we found in the two preceding section:,,

in almost every case the hypotheses of no difference between Kansas City and Low-
er Midwestern City on these variables were borne out. !!Ith regard to the eight
local neighborhood services, Kansas City respondents were significantly more posi-
tive at or beyond the .05 level only on health (X2 = 17.01; df = 1; p < .001 ), and
on five of the eight comparisons there was almost no difference between the two
cities.

"ith regard to percept!ons of neighbors' safety, there was no difference in the
percentages of respondents who said their neighbors feel safe "Almost all" 0:.
"Most" of the time (X2 = .02; df 1; p .10).

'/Ith regard to opportunities for the future, the proportions of respondeats in
the two cities who saw their opportunities as "Very good" or "Good" were not sig-
nificanfly different from each other (X2 = .310; df = 1; .50).

Yith regard to sense of fate control, however, Kansas City respondents t.,ore less

likely to give a fatalistic response than were students in Lower Midwestern
City.1

13 )y way of contrast, Upper Midwestern City Is twice as large as Eastern CIty,
and Eastern City is four times as large as Kansas City.

The differences between Kansas City and Lower hidwestern City fespondents were
significant at the .00; level on the "People like me . ." item and at the
.001 level on both items combined,
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',11th regard to both the likelihood and desirability of separation, the proportio s
of respondents who said, respectively, that separation was "almost certain,"
"certain," or "probable," or said it was "Very desirable" or "Desirable" wire not
significantly different from one another (X2 = .44; df = I; p >.50; X2 = 98;
df = 1; p ).25).

'nth regard to attribution of violence to "lack of opportunity," the proportions
of respondents in the two cities who attriUted violence to this cause wcia near-
ly identical = 1.63; df = 1; p ).10).

Summary

Summarizing the data reported in this section, it was found that

1. Respondents in Upper Midwestern City and Eastern City were more negative about
seven of eight focal services and about safety in their neighborhoods, less opti-
mistic about their opportunities for the future, more fatalistic, more inclined to
attribute "violence engaged in by some black citizens" to lack of opportunity, ar I

more expectant of and supportive of separation than were respondents in Kansas
City and Lower Midwestern City.

2. Respondents in Upper Midwestern City were more negative about four of eight
local services, less optimistic about their opportunities for the future, more
Fatalistic, and more expectant that the United States will be separated into two
nations, "one black and one white," than were respondents in Eastern City.

3. Pone of these differences were found between respondents in Kansas City and
Lower Nidwestern City, except that Kansas City students rated local healtH serv-
ices more favorably and were less fatalistic than Lower Midwestern City students.

The patterns described above are generally supportive of the hypothesis that the
attitudes of black youth with regard to; 1) adequacy of local neighborhoods;
2) personal opportunities for the future; 3) the probability that the race< will
be separated into "two nations"; and, to a lesser extent, 4) the desirability of
separatism and 5) the attribution of "violence among some black people" to "17c .

of opportunity" are associated with size of city. The findings with respect to
fatalism are supportive of the hypothesis that sense of powerlessness Is associated
more directly with size of the ghetto. However, it also must be kept in mind that
other things being equal, size of ghetto will tend to be associated with size or
city. The ghetto in Upper Midwestern City can be presumed to be ruch larger than
the ghetto In Eastern City, and both are much larger than the ghetto in Lower Mir.-
western City, thus making it difficult to conclude that size of city rather than
size of the ghetto is the more Important variable associated with the response pat-
terns reported in this section. On the other hand, the general lack of diffeenc s
found between Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City on attitudes discussed in Ciis
section, despite the likelihood that the ghetto in the former city is much smailc-
than that in the latter, does suggest that size of city Is a more Important vari-
able with respect to most of these attitudes.

It is also possible that differences discussed in this se,tion are associated
primarily with region of the country rather than sizr of city or sizo of the
ghetto, though the differences found between Upper i,,Jwcstern City mid
c,ty i,dicate that size is 3 more important variable, if sub' lu,..nt research

were to bear out the relationship between size of city and/or size of the ghetto
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and the attitudes described above, an observer might expect that barring signifi-
cant changes in societal dynamics, black youth in northern and western cities will
become more negative about their neighborhoods and opportunities and more expec-
tant and supportive of separation as black ghettoes in many of these cities grow
increashioly larger in the next decade and their inhabitants become still more
isolated dilk,ln tLetrc,?olitan areas and/or cities which are growing in population.



V, Differences Between Deep SoullLialyand Other Cities

Since students in Deep Sooth City live in a part of the country with a history
distinctive from that of the four northern and northern-oriented border cities
our sample, it is reasonable to expect that their views on the social issues
cluded in this survey will differ in important respects from those of respondent..
In the remainder of the sample. As already reported, Deep South City respondents
were even more distrustful of whites and had more negative feelings about whites

than were respondents in the other cities. Other attitudes on which differences

emerged are reported in this section.

The approach taken in investigating possible differences was to inspect the data
visually in der to identify items on 'lich response patterns in Deep South City
appeared to be consistently different from those in three or four of the remain-
ing schools in the sample. Chi-square tests then were used to determine whether
these apparent differences .ere relLble.

In several instances, Deep South City students differed from students in the other
cities on items which presumably tapped respondents' attitudes toward and/o, krow-
ledge of conditions in residentially segregated medium-sized and large cities, p7.r-
ticularly those in the north and west. For example, In responding to the item,
"Do roe think schools in the north will be integrated?",a large majority of Deep
South City respondents (159 of 199) said they felt this was "very likely" or
"likely." 9y way of contrast, respondents in the other cities - all of whom at-
tend segregated schools located in segregated neighborhoods In lareer cities fur-
ther north - gave a more realistic response: a smaller majority (272 of 507)
said that schools in the north were likely to be integrated (X2 = 40.30; df = I;
p <.°01).

Another item which presumably tapped respondents' familiarity with black ghettoes
in medium- and large-sized cities was the open-ended question, "1fiat does the ter.,
'ghetto' mean to you?" in response, 26% of 204 respondents in Deep South City
wrote In answers sAch as "concentration camp," "prison," "restricted area," or
"reservation," as compared with a maximum of 7% and an average of 2% in the other

four cities (X2 = 113.45; df = I; p 4..001). Conversely, a much mailer percenv.ge
of Deep South City students (29 of 184) responded 'es" to the question, "Do you
feel you live in a ghetto?" than was true in the other four cities individually or
es a whole (233 of 490). Thus the conclusion follows that black students v.,ho do
not live in big city ghettoes are more likely to view such neighborhoods as ''con-
centration camps" than do black students who live there.

Perhaps respondents in Deep South City may be more prone to define a ghetto: rAS
"concentration camp" because they depend ors on the mass media for their gcs

of the term than do youth who grow up there. Another possible reason is th:.

13y --%.,my of contrast, respondents in the four larger cities, most of when pres-d-
ably lived in sizable segregated neighborhoods, were more likely to define "e'net-
to" simply as an "overcrowded slum," "a black neighborhood," or "a pert of thc,
city where a minority group lives" than were respondents in Deep South City. Th

respective percentages of respondents who gave one of these three answers in er

city were as follows: Kansas City: 907; Eastern City: 937,; Upper Midwestern

City: 76%; Lower Midwestern City: 91%; Deep South City: 617, Chi-square to 1.

shoed that these differences between beep South City and each o; the other
were significant at the .025 level or beyond.
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black youth in small southern cities may be more prone to view their own commun-
ities negatively than do black youth In northern cities and may extrapolate this
perception to black communities 'Osewhere.

Other data available to us, however, tend to contradict the second explanation.
One of the items on the questionnaire asked respondents to rate the adequacy of
"the services or facilities for black people in your city" by checking whether
services involving housing, employment, education, health, transportation, police,
recreation, and welfare are "very good," "good," "mediocre," "poor," or "very
poor." Ratings for each service given by respondents in Deep South City as com-
pared with respondents In the other four cities are shown in Table 4.

TA3LE 4(3

Comparisons Between Ratings of Local Serl,ices and Facilities of
Respondents In Deep South City and Respondents in Kansas City,
Eastern City, Upper Midwestern City, and Lower Midwestern City

Service & Response
Categories Selected Proportion in Deep

for Comparison South City
Proportion In

Other Four Cities
Chi Square & level
of Significance

Housing very good or good 44/201 60/487 9.42; p

Employment very good or
good 55/198 110/488 2.96;

_.005

P>.°5
Education very good or

good

Health very ,00d or good
92/202
101/195

141/483
181/480

16.24;

10.73;

p (.001

p ( .005

Transportation very good
or good

86;;;3';

195/472 .56; p .05

Police very good or good 71/478 22.00; pc .001

RecreaGon very poor or
poor 158/195 243/475 20.86; p .001

Velfare very good or good 63/197 92/466 15.71; p (.00/

As shown In Table 4, Deep South City respondents are more positive about iocai fa-
cilities than respondents In the four larger northern cities on five of our eight
comparisons, are not significantly different on two comparisons, and are morn
negative on only one comparison (recreation). In addition Deep South City 'oath
were much more likely to describe themselves as "favorable' or "very favorable,
toward the police than were respondents In the other four cities.2 Therefoe we
conclude that Deep South City students' images of black ghettoes /in ii-rger
nre being molded primarily ty the mass media and are not primarily extrapointivn,
of negative perceptions of their own community.

-One hundred of 145 Deep South City respondents who responded to this item cis-
scribed themselves as favorable or very favorable, as compared with only 126 or
333 respondents in the other cities.

V-2

4



Further support for this interpretation also was provided by responses to the
Item, "Do you think it is possible that you might ever find yourself participat-
ing in a riot?" In response, slightly more than two-thirds of students in Peep
South City as compared with 43% of respondents in the other four cities said this
was "very possible" or it "could happen.") Since it is probable that the image of
what a riot is like of students in Deep South City is influenced by their percep-
tions of highly publicized riots which have occurred in large northern cities, and
since their responses on this item were so different from the responses of stu-
dents in larger cities, it is not unwarranted to conclude that the affirmative re-
sponse of Deep South City students was due in part to faulty knowledge of what a
riot in a big city is really like.

Similarly, respondents in Deep South City were far more likely than respondents in
other cities (X2 = 45.13; df = 1; p <.001) to cite the Black Muslims as a group
which was "doing the most to help black people." This difference may also be
partly due, however, to other causes as well as lack of knowledge of what is real-
ly happening in the big cities: the Muslims may be unusually active in Deep Scutt,
City, or there may be relatively few prominent black groups active there.

Still another item on which students in Deep South City differed from respondent;
in other cities was, " /hat does '31ack Power' mean to you?" In responding to this
open-ended item, 29A of the students in Deep South city but no more than 19% of
the respondents in any other city gave an answer which was classified in the cate-
gory "Total equality and freedom to do what whites do."4 Almost certainly, this
difference reflects a continuing struc"ile to achieve elemental civil rights for
black people in the south as compared with a shift toward achieving improed liv-
ing conditions in northern cities where formal rights such as voting presumably
have been attained. In this sense, outright ,ac'al discrimination probabiy is a
more salient problem in the south than in the north, where racism tends to te1.2 a
more institutionalized and less overt form. This difference, too, is reflected in
the data in this study: 35% of the respondents in Deep South City, as compared
with only 17% in the remainder of the sample, specified "racial discrimination" as
the "biggest problem holding black people back in your city" (Y2 = 21.72; df = 1;

P <k.001). Similarly, 11% of those respondents in Deep South City who said there
:,.ere "Very serious" or "lioderately serious" problems getting a job in their hcmc
town explained that the problem was caused by racial discrimination and /or the un-
availability of anything but menial opportunities for blacks, as compared with 237,
in the other four cities (g = 20.69; df = 1; p (.005). Conversely, only 75; of
the D'ep South City respondents as compared to 17% in the remainder of the sample
specified "lack of unity" (a phenomenon more characteristic of larger communities
facing more subtle problems) as thq 'biggest problem" they thought was holding
back black people in their city (X' = 10.02; df = 1; p (.005).

Perhaps because they were more inclined than students in other cities to attribut(t
tie problems of black people directly to overt racial discrimination, respondent;

=3X2 16x 16.72; p .001. ":oth male and female respondents in Deep South City were
more likely to envision themselves as possibly participating in a riot than v.-re
males and females in the other cities.

The difference between the Deep South City sample and the other four cities was
significant at the .01 level (X2 " 7.(7; df = I).
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in Deep South City more frequently selected the category "to gain equal rights" ; !

explaining why "soae hiact citizens have engaged in violence" than did respondents
elsewhere (X2 = 49.60; df = 1; p .001). (However, this difference also may re-
flect in part a less sophisticated knowledge of the mixed motives underlying
highly-publicized riots that occurred In northern cities). Similarly, students in
fleep South City selected the category "Alites accepting blocks as equals" more
frequently in responding to the question on what is needed "to achieve the goals
of black people" than did respondents in the other Four cities (X2 = 8.19; df = 1;
p .005). In addition, the probability that problems stemming from overt racial
discrimination in the south are more easy to initially alleviate (given the desire
and resources) than are the more complex problems associated with institutional-
ized racism In the urban north also may help account for the fact that a higher
percentage of respondents in Deep South City (12%) than ;n the other four cities
(5%) said they had becone more optimistic In the last few years because of "recent
changes In the country" or because "things are gradually getting better" (X2 = 9.36:
df = I; p (.005).
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VI. Differences 3etween Upper Midwestern City_and Other Cities

As In the case of Deep South City, there were several consistent differences be-
tween respondents in Upper Midwestern City and respondents in the other cities.
?le have already noted that on the average; respondents In Upper Midwestern City
reported knowing fewer whites well than did respondents elsewhere, thus indicat-
ing that this city's reputation as the most segregated big city in the United
States may be deserved. '!e also have noted several ways in which the responses
of Upper Midwestern City students differed from those of students In the other
three non-southern cities In a manner associated with the fact that Upper Midwest
City is a larger city that has a larger black pc;pulation and a larger ghetto. Re-

sponse patterns on which students In Upper Midwestern City were distinguishable
from students In the other four cities are summarized in this section.

In accordance with differences reported In Chapter IV with respect to views on
separatism among respondents in the northern cities, respondents in Upper Mid-
western City were more favorable toward separatism than were respondents In the
remaining samnle; 21% of the respondents in Upper Midwestern City as compared
with 13% in the remainder of the sample and no more than 16% in any other city
said that separatism eithe was "very desirable" or "desirable."1 In addition,

Upper Midwestern City respondents also were much more inclined to believe that is
was "Certain," "Almost certain," or "Probable" that our country will be separated
into two nations, one black and one white" than were respondents in the other
four cities (X2 = 15.20; df = I; p (.001).

'Nth 'egard to local services and facilities, respondents In Upper Midwestern
City were significantly more inclined to rate education (X' = 20.20; df = I;
p (.05), welfare (X2 = 4.70; df = 1; p c.05), and health services (X2 = 10.73;
df = 1; p (.005) in the "poor" or "very poor" categories than were respondents in
the other four cities. The difference in ratings of education services for black
people was particularly striking: Upper Midwestern City was the only city in
which more than half of the respondents who answered this item rated local educa-
tion as "Poor" or "very poor." As has been argued in previous sections, these dif-
ferences in ratings of local services and perceptions of opportunities for the fu-
ture possibly are a result of the fact that Upper Midwest City is larger than the
other cities sampled In this study.

Uith regard to opportunities for the future, a lower percentage (59`4) of the re-
spondents In Upper Midwestern City felt the opportunities open to them were "Very
good" or "Good" than was true (75%) in the other cities (X2 = 11.27; df = 1;
p ,C01).

Summary

TO summarize the situation in Upper Midwestern City as compared with the othc:
cities in our sample, respondents in Upper Midwestern City Knew fewer whites well,
were mere pessimistic about their opportunities for the future, were more support-
ive of separatism and more expectant that It would occur, and were more negative

1This difference between Upper Midwestern City and the remaining four cities was
significant at the .025 level (X2 = 6.19; df = I).
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about services in their neighborhoods than were respondents in the other
Upper Midwestern City is a very large city which is widely regarded as the most
segregated northern city in the United States - a reputation which is supported
by government census data. Our finding that on the average respondents In Upper
Midwestern City know fewer whites well than do students in our other subsamples
also is quite compatible with tl.is reputation.) Taken together our data suggest
that black youth in Upper Midwestern City are more isolated from the mainstream
of majority white society than are respondents in the remainder of our sample.
It is not difficult to hypothesize that their views on separatism and their per-
ceptions of their own opportunities for the future and the quality of services in
their neighborhoods may be partly a function of their isolation, as well es the
status of police-community relations, the objective quality fo services in their
neighborhoods, and other intIrrelated forces. Ithen it also is taken into account
that black ghettoes in many cities apparently are becoming larger and morc highly
segregated with each passing year, it would not be unwarranted to prophecy that
black youth in such cities may well become more separatist in philosophy and
negative concerning their opportunities and living conditions if segregation is
allowed to advance much further in the future.

`These differences regarding perceptions of opportunities for the future and e).-

pectations regarding separatism run counter to what might have been expected
given the sexual composition of the Upper Midwestern sample compared to the
other samples, thus reinforcing our conclusion that they probably are associate,:
with size of city,
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Vii. Differences Between Kansas Cltyarld Other Cities

In the previous sections, we already have reported several ways In which the re-
sponses of students in our Kansas City sample were different from those of stu-
dents in other cities.' These differences were as follows:

1. Kansas City respondents on the average knew more whites well and indicated
lower levels of dislike and distrust o' whites than did respondents in the other
cities.

2. Kansas City respondents were less likely to cite the )lack Panthers (or local
affiliates) as an organization "doing the most to help black people" and more
likely to cite government employ,aent agencies than were respondents in the other
cities.

It also should be kept in mind that respondents in Kansas City and Lower Midwest-
ern City were more optimistic about their future, more positive about local neigh-
liorhood services, less expectant of and supportive of separatism, and less inclined
to perceive civil disturbance as due to "lack of opportunity" than were respondents
in Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City - the two larger cities further to the
north.

Examination of responses to additional items showed that other ways in which re-
sponse patterns in Kansas City differed from those in other cities were as fol-
lows:

1. Students in Kansas City less frequently "Disagreed" or "Disagreed very much"
with "the ideas of black people who argue" in favor of non-violence than did stu-
dents In le other cities (X' = 4.04; df = 1; p<.05).

2. Students in Kansas City were more inclined to think that white-black problems
"Very Jefinitely," "Definitely," or "Probably" will be "solved in a peaceful and
constructive way tha) were respondents in the other cities" (X2 = 12.75; df
p-c .001).

These two findings were not unexpected inasmuch as we already have seen that atti-
tudes concerning non-violence and expectancies regarding the resolution of black-
white problems both are related to the trust - liking - contacts -with- whites syn-
drome, and that Kansas City respondents were more favorable toward whites and
knew more whites well than did respondents In the other cities.

3. Kansas City respondents were less inclined to think that the problems of
getting a job in their city were "Very serious" than were respondents elsewhere
(X2 = 16.80; df = 1; p4;.001).

'As defined here, this means that responses in Kansas City wen! different (i.e.,
at one end of a continuum) from those In each of the other cities, even though
in some cases a difference betwen Kansas City and the next-ranked city on a par-
ticular variable may not have been statistically significant at the .05 level.

)
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Kansas City respondents tended to cite organizations which they said were
helping black people by "helping sRt up black business" more frequently than did
respondents in the other cities (X' ' 3.31; df = 1; p (.10). Although this dif-
ference was not statistically significant at the .05 level, the trend agrees with
those on other items on which Kansas City respondents seemed to be more positive
about local economic conditions.

5. Kansas City respondents more frequently defined the term "Black Power" as
"just another word" (X2 = 12.51; df = 1; p 5.001) and less frequently defined it
in terms of "black unity and pride" (X2 = 6.33; df = 1; pc.025) than did respon-
dents in the other four cities.

Considered together, Giese findings suggest that black youth in Kansas City mcy bt
more positive about local social and economic conditions, particularly as regards
relations with whites and economic opportunities for black people, than are re-
spondents in the other four cities in our sample. They seem to be less alienated
in the sense that relatively fewer respondents in Kansas City than in the other
cities have turned to separatist philosophies or Clack Power rhetoric or have re-
jected non-violence as a means to social change. To this extent, many Kansas
Citians of both races may view the results of this study as being relatively en-
couraging as regards the situation In that city, particularly in comparison with
Upper hidwestern City and Eastern City.

Several comments, however, also are In order as part of this discussion.

First, we did find evidence that on at least some of the key attitudes examined
in this study, the views of black youth in Kansas City appear to be moving in the
direction of attitudes found among respondents in the other cities.

Second, we found a good deal of evidence (see Chapter XI) suggesting that trust it
whites and contact with whites as measured by number of whites known welt play an
important part in affecting certain obviously important attitudes such as views on
separation and views on the future of race relations. In this regard, it must be
kept in mind that better than 40% of our Kansas City respondents say they do rot
know more than one white person well and nearly half say they trust 10/, or less
of whites; the letter figure represents a sizable increase since 1960.

Third, and related to point two, we found evidence that many of these variables
may be associated with size of city and, inferentially, with size of the black
ghetto. On this basis it might be predicted that other things being equal, blaci:
youth in Kansas City may well become more alienated from the larger metropolitan
society as the racially-segregated community in which so many of them live con-
tinues to grow larger during the next decade.

It will be !nteresting to see whe-her the trends and patterns evident in our
Kansas City data persist in the future. In general the major thrust for allevia-
tion of the plisht of the inner city poor - particularly the minority poor - in

Kansas City has been through traditional approaches to social change and social
mobility, Major emphasis, for example, has been placed on job training for the
more highly motivated poor and on increasing economic opportunity for the black
middle class, wish little or no meaningful effort on a city-wide or metropolitan -
wide basis to reduce the social or racial isolation of the poor or other major i-

nority groups. Sinisarly, major emphasis in institutional developrert has bcc.) :n
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increasing the resources available to inner city institutions, with little or n(
real citizen participation in decision-making processes in institutions such as
the schools. Positioas of responsibility and status in anti-poverty programs,
/lode] Cities programs, teacher aide programs, etc., generally have gone to low-
income citizens who already were active or visible in their neighborhoods, in the
hope that more alienated and socially-handicapped children and adults at the bot-
tom of the status pyramid would be encouraged to emulate the success of their more
middle-class oriented neighbors.

Traditional community development approaches of this type are characterized by
incremental institutional change as well as by poverty-patronage politics and a
trickle-down philosophy in motivating the poor and/or the alienated. That this
approach already is a demonstrated failure in many larger cities does not neces-
sarily mean that it inevitably will fail in Kansas City. Some may see in our
data evidence that this approach is working passably well in Kansas City and may
point to other data showing considerable economic progress among the poor and the
minorities, even in the face of two major construction strikes and a national re-
cession. Some may point to other aspects of our findings which indicate some
cause for pessimism concerning the future, and may point out that crime and delin-
quency and other indices of social disorganization - particularly among youth ard
young adults - have been increasing markedly in recent years2 despite the ec-momic
and social gains registered by some segments of the socially and racially isolatac
inner city population. Only the future, of course, will reveal which interpret6-
tion is more accurate and prophetic of the shape of things to come. Cbservel5 ;n
some other cities may wish to pay close attention to developments in Kansas City
to determine whether traditional approaches to social change still have some util-
ity, at least in medium-sized cities of the west and north.

2
0fficial data indicate that crime rates decreased in Kansas City in 1970 and
1971, but it would be foolish to conclude on the basis of these short-term ca;:
that a long-range rise in crime and delinquency rates In the inner city has he ",
permanently stemmed or reversed.
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Vill. P;fferences 3etween Kansas City Samples in 1968 and 1970

One of our principal objectives in undertaking this study was to determine dlether
Kansas City respondents in 1970 would differ In their attitudes from respondents
in our previous study in 1968 and thus to obtain an indication of whether the at-
titudes of black youth in the city might have undergone measurable changes between
1968 and 1970. To explore this ISSUE, response patterns among the two samples on
items which were identical or similar on both questionnaires were carefully studied
and statistical tests were made on items for which visual inspection indicated that
the two samples might indeed differ. (Table 1 shows the distribution of responses
for the two samples on all these Items.) Differences which were examined and
tested for statistical significance are reported in this section.

3acklaround variables

'efore responses of the 1970 sample could be compared with responses of the 1968
sample, however, account had to be taken of differences in grade level, social
class background, and sex between the two samples. As shown in Table 5, the 1970
sample had smaller proportions of upper-level students and of females and a higher
proportion of Social Class 1-3 (middie class) students than did the 1968 sample.
To the extent that responses to items on the questionnaire are associated with
these three background variables, differences in response between the two samples
might be reflecting differences in their composition on these variables rather than
possible changes in attitudes over the two-year period between the two samples.

TAlLE 5

Composition of the 1968 and 1970 Kansas City Samples, by
Grade Level, Sex, and Social Class

trade Level 1968

% (N)

22 (114)

32 (167)

24 (127)

23 (121)

40 (211)

60 (318)

14 (72)

40 (213)

46 (244)

%

37

36
28

47

53

19

43

38

1970

9
10

li

12

Sex
Male
Female

1

Social Class

(N)

(69)

(67)
(52)

(89)

099)

(31)

(69)

(60)

1-3

5

'n an earlier section we mentioned that verr few correlations as high or higher
than .20 ere found between background variables and responses to numerically-

1 Outa to compute social class were not available for 28 respondents in the 1970
sample,
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scored attitudinal items either within or across schools. Fur the 1970 Kansas City
sample, only two correlations were .20 or higher, and none was higher than .21.
The two correlations were between grade level and responses on the trust in whites
item (.20), and between sex and responses on the item dealing with opportunities
for the future (.21). Since in most cases the background variables were not corre-
lated with responses on the attitude Items, and since the two correlations cited
above account for only four percent of the variance in the dependent (attitude)
variables, we conclude that grade level, sex, and social class (as measured in this
study) are only slightly and inconsistently associated with attitudes held by re-
spondents in the 1970 Kansas City sample. Stated differently, lower-grade students,
males, and low-status students responded to items in much the same way as did upper-
grade students, females, and high-status students, respectively, Since visual in-
spection of the dat,:. on the 1968 sample also had revealed only a few, slight rela-
tionships between background variables and respondents' attitudes, we may continue
to make comparisons between the two samples without worrying much about differences
in their composition by sex, social class, and grade level. Nevertheless, the two
correlations cited above will be taken into account in the following discussion in
that differences between the 1968 and 1970 Kansas City samples on these items will
not be treated as reliable unless they reach the .01 level.

It also should be noted that the 1968 sample consisted of students from two addi-
tional high schools besides the one (Lincoln High School) from which the 1970 sam-
ple was drawn. Analysis of the 1968 data nad indicated that response patterns
varied little from school to school, hence allowing us to combine respondents from
the three schools to constitute the 1968 sample. However, although there had been
almost no variation between schools on most items in 1968, there were a small num-
ber of items on which responses at Lincoln did differ from responses at the other
two schools; on these items we will use 1968 responses only from Lincoln High
School in making 1968-70 comparisons.

Comparisons between 1968 and 1970 5:pples

One striking difference between the 1958 and 1970 samples was that respondents in
1970 were more polarized in loin- and high-contact-with-whites groups than acre re-
spondents in 1968. On the one hand, 32% of the 1970 respondents as compared with
only 19% of the 1968 respondents said they did not know a single white person we''
IX` = 11./48; df = I; p< .005). On the other hand, 487, of the 1970 respondents a
cc.mpared with only 11% of the 1963 respondents said they knew flve or more white
persons well (X2 = 96.85; df = 1; .001).

in response to the item on liking for whites, however, there was no difference be-
tween the two samples; in 1968 40% of the respondents, as compared with 304 in
1970, said they liked "almost all" or Ilmost" of the whites whom they had met, ani
the number of students in each sample who responded "almost all" or "most" was
about three O greater than the corKesponding number who respooded "hardly any"
or "none" (X = .11; df = 1; p') .10; X4 = .00; df = 1; p.10).

With regard to trust in whites, the percentage of respondents who trusted 517 or
more of whites dropped from 26% in 1968 to 14% in 1970 (x2 = 7.83; df = I; P.:.0);
cnrrespondlngly, in 1966 374 e our respondents felt they could trust 107, or fc,.2r
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whites, as compared with 146% in 1970 (X2 = 4.54; df = 1; pl:.05).2

Olth regard to expectations concerning separatism, the percentage of respondents
who felt it was either "Certain," "Almost certain," or "Probable" that the U. S.
would be "separated into two nations" decreased from 27% in 1963 to 17% in 1970
(X2 = 19.04; df = 1; p.c.001).

The percentage who thought that such separatism would be either "Desirable" or "Very
desirable" decreased, from 14% in 1968 to only 07% in 1970 (X2 = 6.76; df = 1;
p.< 01). However, the percentage of respondents who thought "separation into two
nations" was "Very undesirable" also decreased from 31% to 25 % (X2 = 6.42; df = 1;

P .025), and the percentage who said they were "Unstre" increased from 25% to 35%
(X

2 = 4.54; df = 1; p-s.05). These data indicated that black youth in vansas City
may have become less polarized and more uncertain in their views on the oesirabil-
ity of separatism between 1968 and 1970.

"ith regard to expectations that the problems between whites and blacks will be
peacefully solved, however, the proportion of respondents who said 'Probably not
or "Definitely not" increased from 41% in 1968 to 50% in 1970 (X2 r 4.12; df = 1;
p \.05).

"1th regard to willingness to live in an integrated neighborhood, the proportion
of respondents who said either "Lefinitely not" or "Probably not" decreased from
147, in 1968 to 09% in 1970, but this difference was not significant at the .05 1e,1
Similarly, the proportion of respondents who felt that it was 'Very Undesirabl,"
or "Somewhat Undesirable" to achieve integrated housing dropped from 40% to ?2 ,

but again the difference was not statistically significant. In both samples, a
large majority of students said they were willing to live In integrated housing,
but only one-fourth to one -third placed enough stress on this goal to consider it
"Desirable" or "Very desirable."

Vith regard to opportunities for the future, the proportion of respondents who r-,!,t
their opportunities were either "Good" or "Very good" increased from 72% in 1963
to 00% in 1970 (X2 = 5.42; df = I; p <.025). In 1970, only three respondents fe_
their opportunities for the future were "Poor" or "Very poor." Hot,ever, it was

also found that male respondents in the 1570 sample tended to see their opportun-
ities for the future as better than did female respondents (rpb = .21.)3 Sind

2There is no necessary contradiction between our findings that nLTber of Olites
known well is associated with trust in whites and that trust In whites decreased
between 1968 and 1970 even though there was not a consistent decrease in number
of whites known well. For one thing, there are other considerations besides n...-,-
ber of whites known well that affect trust in whites; even so, the decline in
trust In whites noted in our data easily may be associated primarily with the in-
crease in percentage of respondents who do not know a single Olite person .ell
which is evident in our more polarized 1970 sample.

Sin the 1968 sample sex was not related to perception of opportunities for tn:
ture.

VII 1-3
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the 1570 :ample contained six percent more male respondents thPn did the 1963 sa.11-
ple, it is possible that the difference in sex composition accounts for the dif-
ference in responses between 1963 and 1970. Since we are net treating a difference
as reliable in this type of situation unless the probability level of its occur-
ring by chance is .01 or less, we therefore cannot conclude that views on oppor-
tunities toward the future became more optimistic between 1968 and 1970. In addi-
tion, it also should be kept in mind that the proportions of respondents who
viewed their opportunities for the future as being "Poor" or "Very Poor" were
very small in both samples 1:17',/, and 02%, respectively).

Yith regard to the quake/ of loc facilities and services, definite decreases
occurred between 1968 and 1970 in the pervntages of respondents who rated employ-
ment services as "Ver.,. Poo5 or "Poor" (X = 31.71; df = 1; pt's.001) and police
services as "Very Poor" (X = 9.62; df = 1; p .005). The decline in "Very poor"
or "Poor" ratings of employment services and facilities was from 39% to 23/,. The
decline in "Very poor" ratings of police services was from 34% to 21%.

7etween 1968 and 1970 there was a;very marked increase of 23 points in the percen-
tage of students who responded a4firmatively to the question, "Oo you feel you
live in a ghetto?" (X' = 17.35; df = i; p< .001). riost of this increase eras ac-
counted for by a decline of 20 points in the percentage of respondents scored as
"Unsure or undecided.1! 'ecause it is possible that differences in the way re-
sponses were obtained' and in the sequence in which items were placed on the ques-
tionnaire may have been responsible for much of this discrepancy between the 1563
and the 1970 data, it is difficult to be sure that the finding is reliable and
even more difficult to interpret it. On the other hand, we also found that the
percentage of students who said their neighbors "Seldom" or 'V:2ry Seldom" felt
safe in their neighborhood increased from 11% n 1968 to 19% in 1970 (l;2 = 5.97;
df = 2, p .025), thus suggesting that changes in general perceptions toward ghet-
to neighborhoods in Kansas City did occur between 1968 and 1970. The general ques-
tion of whether perceptions and definitions of living in a ghetto are changing
among black youth in Kansas City and elsewhere may be an important one to pursue
in future research.

lith regard to the item, ' "hat do you think is the most important reason why some
black citizens have engaged in violence?", the percentage of students who thought
the motivation behind violence had been "to gain equal rights" increased from OS/
in 1968 to 51% in 1970, and a corresponding drop occured in the percentage who at
tributed violence to revenge motives? This finding suggests that Lincolo studel
may have responded uniquely in 1968 because their school was the center of a civil
disturbance and that the saliency of their unique eYperience may have receded in
the next two years.' This possibility in turn suggests the hypothesis that as
black youngsters in an urban ghetto become further removed in time and space from
a civil disturbance, they become less likely to see the disturbance as "ille.jiti-
mately" motivated by determination to attain equal rights. Although the responses
from students in Deep South City also suggested the same hypothesis, we have no
adequate way to test it with our data and therefore recommend that it be tested
more explicitly in future research.

!`This item was changed from open-ended in 1968 to multiple-choice in 1970.

'This item was one of those on which Lincoln differed significantly from
two schools in 1968; accordingly, in this paragraph, we have compred the 1::'/O

data with the 1968 Lincoln data.

ln 1968 Lincoln students were much less likely to see themselves, as "ever partici-
pating in a future riot" than were students in the other two school:.



lIth respect to attitudes related to fatalism and personal control over one's fu-
ture, decreases in fatalistic responses were registered on two of the three items

dealing with these types of attitudes. On the item, "People Ifte me don't havz
much chance in life," the proportion of respondents who answered "Agree very much,"
"Agree," or "Not sure" relative to those who answered "Disagree" or "Disagree very
much" decreased from 25% in 1968 to 17% in 1970 (X2 = 4.07; df = 1; p .c.05). On

the item, "flood luck is more important than hard work for success," the proportion
who answered 'Agree" or "Agree very much" relalve to those who answered "Disagree,'
" Disagree very much," or "Not sure" decreased from 14% in 1968 to 08% in 1970

(X = 4.37; df = 1; p On the Item "My experience makes me feel that life
is not worth living," however, there was no significant change in the proportion
of respondents answering "Never" or "Rarely" relative to those answering "once
in a whsle," "Sometimes," "Seldom," or "Very Seldom" between 1968 and 1970
(X2 = .88; df = I; p .05). On two of the three item's, therefore, statistically
significant decreases at the .05 level occurred in the tendency to agree with
statements indicating that a respondent percel,,es himself as having little chance
to succeed in life by working hard to improve his future.

L. should be specially noted that while only a minority of either the 1968 or 1970
respondents actually agreed with any of the statements denoting fatalism crd a
sense of powerlessness in one's personal life, previous research has indicated
that items of this nature are quite discriminating in the sense that small dif-
cerences have been shown to be predictive of social diso.ganizatIon, .1.611eveTent
in school, and other social processes. That is, even twenty-five percer.t i>gree-
ment with an Item like "People like me don't have much chance in life," is :ndi-
catIve of significant differences in their attitude, and behaviors in social insf:-

tutions such as the school. 3y the same token, a decrease of only five cr six
percentage points in the percentage of respondents willing to select fatalistic
responses to such items may be Indicative of real and important shifts in their
attitudes and outlook.

To summarize differences found between ow. 1968 and 1970 Kansas City samples, we
can report that black youth surveyed in 1970 were: more polarized in high- and
low-contact-with-whites groups; more distrustful toward whites; less expectant tire'
white and black communities in the United States would become fully separate ald
more amolvalent about such separation; less expectant that problems between blacks
and whites will be resolved peacefully; less negative about employment services
any police services available to black people in Kansas City; more inclined to
see themselves as living in a ghetto and less dispose ' to see their neighborhoo('s
as safe for their neighbors; less likely to perceive civil disturbance in black
communities as motivated by revenge and more likely to perceive it as part of a
struggle for equal rights; and less likely to perceive themselves as fatalistical-
ly trapped in circumstans:es which make it unreasonable to work hard or strive for

succes. For reasons which have been described in the text, we are confident that
these differences are reliable In the sense that they reflect real changes which
have been occurring in the attitudes and viewpoints of black youth in Kansas Cit;.

I.re cannot be sure just what these differences nay mean, though they obvior:sly mss,

be of considera!)ie importance. The increases of 68y, and 24% which occurre6, re-

spectively, II the percentage of respondents who said they did not know a singl-,
Oilte person well and did not trust even 11% of whites probably will he
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ominous by most readers. The decreases which occurred In fatalism and in extre.-
ly negative perceptions toward employment and police services, on the other hand,
probably will be generally viewed as encouraging. Depending on one's ideology,
the change. in support for separatism and tha increased teniency to perceive
civil disturbance as motivated by a struggle for equal rlghtc, may be viewed as
desirable or undesirable. Tie increases which occurred in expectations that black-
white problems will not be peacefully resolved and in perceptions of living in an
unsafe ghetto may mean merely that black youth in Kansas City were more realistic
in these respects in 1970 than they were in 1968; then again, they may also pre-
figure either further alienation or increases in determination to work hard in the

future for peaceful social change as well as for improvements In predominantly
black neighborhoods.

Changes which occurred between 1968 and 1970 in the perceptions and attitudes of
black youth in our Kansas CIO, samples also should be seen In the larger conte't
of overall attitude patterns and levels of response which did not fundamentally
change and of the similarities and differences discovered among the cities in-
cluded in this study. For example, even though trust in whites decreased between
1968 and 19/0, on the average Kansas City respondents still were somewhat less
distrusting of whites in 1970 than were respondents 1r the other four cities.
3ut it also should be kept in mind that several of the changes in attitudes de-
scribed in this section moved in the direction of closer agreement with response
levels reported in the other three northern cities. To the degree that the atti-
ludcs of youth are influenced by national developments and national media, the
attitudes of black youth in Kansas City might be expected to become less dis-
crepant from those of black youth In other cities In the future.

To the extent, however, that attitudes are formulated primarily out of experience
in local situations, the attitudes of black youth In Kansas City may or mty not
change and the trends we have noted in this section may or may not continue, de-
pending on how the social environment in Kansas City develops in the next few
years, For example, if the ghetto continues to grow larger and black ,outh be-
come still more socially isolated, other things being equal black students in
Kansas City can be expected to become more supportive of separatism. If 130:k:-
community relations improve, on the other hand, this might contribute at leas*
slightly to a lessening of separatism tendencies. Further research conducted a
year or two from now should reveal fairly clearly whether and in what ways black
youth in Kansas City may be moving steadily closer toward the attitudes of cheir
counterparts in larger cities like Eastern City and Upper Midwestern City.
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IX. Attitudes Toward Uhites and Number of Wtes Known

As in our previous study of black students In Kansas City, Missouri, we were in-
terested in determining whether respondents who reported they knew many whites
well had more favorable attitudes toward whites than respondents with little or
no such contact. The previous study had concluded that

. . although a large proportion of black students in Kansas
City has had few meaningful contacts with white persons and
generally is highly distrustful of whites, among those who
have had such contact a complex, circular process has occurred
wherein underlying distrust and antipathy often have given way
to a willingness to treat white persons on their individual
merits and a reduced reluctance to have further contact with
whites. Although the majority of respondents In our sample of
black students do not know as many as eleven whites well, most
have had sufficient contact with whites to recosnize that
white people are not all alike and to have meat at least some
whites with 1,hom they have ,:stablished positive personal re-
latioiships. Contact with wnites, trust in whites, and non-
hostiie attitudes toward whites are part of an interrelated
process which plays an importer, role in shaping the inter-
racial orientations and relationships of black students
growing up in a segregated neighborhood)

The approach used in studying interracial attitude,; and contact In the present
study as well as in the previous one was to examine the cross-sectional relation-
ships between self-reported attitudes toward whites and number of whites known
well. The items used to assess these variables were, "Do you like the average
white person you have met?", "How many white peopic would you say you know weli?",
and "About what percentage of whites do you feel you can trust';'.

Examination of the relatior,ships between these items quickly showed that responses
on each of the three variables were related to responses on the other two. That
is, liking for whites as measured by the item, "Do you like the average white
person you have met" is positively associated with trust In whites as measured by
the item, "About what percentage of whites do you feel you can trust?". for ex-
ample, among respondents who trust only 0-10% of whites, 60% say they like "Few,"
"Hardly ari," or "None" of the whites whom they have met, whereas 59% of the re-
spondents who said they trust 41% or more of whites reported liking "Almost ali"
or "Host" of the whites whom they have met. Similarly, liking for whites is p.:ci-
tively associated with number of whites known well (66% of the respondents wh)
know no whites well like "Few," "Hardly any," or "(!one" of the whites they 1:cve
met, as compared with a corresponding figure of only 32Y, among those oho know
five or more whites well), and trust in whites is positively associated with roml-
ber of whites known well.

'Daniel U. Levine, Norman S. Fiddmont, and Janet E. New, "Interracial Attitl:des
and Contact Among Black and Iihite Students in a Metropolitan Area." Kansas City,

Missouri: Center for the Study of Metropolitan Problems in Education, n.d.

(mimeo) p. 5.

2In this section and the following two sections on interrelationships among atti
tudes, variables cited in a given analysis are italicized for the convc7ience of
the reader.

1
1X-1



62

To find a positive association between two variables such as number of persons in
another group known well and attitude toward members of that group does not neces-
sarily mean, of course, that it is knowing members of the other group that gene-
rates favorable attitudes toward them; such a relationship may be explained eeupl-
ly well !y the assumption that favorable attitudes toward the other group lead to
knowing more members of the other group, or the relationship may be caused by
some third variable that affects both of those which are found to be correlated.
Similarly, it is not possible to know for sure whether trust in whites leads to
greater liking for whites or whether liking tends to generate greater trust, or
both. All that can be said for sure with non-longitudinal contingency data of
this type is that two variables seem to be either related or unrelated to one
ano her, but the direction and genesis of such relationships cannot be conclusive-
ly detelmined from the nature of the data.

However, it is possible to further examine the interrelationships among three or
more variables in order to speculate on the dynamics that appear to accourt most
reasonably for the relationships observed. The bash: strategy used in this part
of the present study was to learn more about the underlying relationships betwee;.
the variables in carrying out three-way tabulations and determining whether tv-)
variables continued to be associated when account thus was taken of the effect of
the third. Results of the three-way tabulations for the three items described
above are shown In Table 6.

Analysis of Table 6 shows that:

1. For each of the three groups classified by number of whites known well, there
is an association between liking for whites and trust in whites (6a). Among re-
spondents who say they know five or more whites well, for example, only 237, of
those who trust 0 to 10% of whites say they like "Almost all" or "Most" of the
white people they have met, as compared with 70% of those who trust 40% or more
of whites.

2. For each of the three: groups of respondents classified by trust in whit-3,
those who know 5 or more whites well are more likely to say they like whites titan
are respondents who say they know fewer whites well (a). For example, among re-
spondents who trust 41% or more of whites, 41% of those who know no whites well
soy they like "Almost all" or "Most" of the white people whom they have met, as
compared with 707, of those who know five or mere whites well.

3. For two of tFe three groups of respondents classified by liking for whites,
number of whites known well is associated with trust in whites (6c). Among re-
spondents who say they like "Few," "Hardly any," or "Hone" of the whites whom th.-_;
have met, for example, 83% of those who do not know any whites well trust 10% or
less of the whites whom they have met, as compared with 67% of these who say Cie,/
knoo five or more whites well. This relationship does not hold, however, in the

case of respondents who reported they liked "Some" of the whites whom they have
rect.

4, Taken together, the results of these three tabulations suggest that two con-
trasting syndromes are at work among the respondents in our sample. On the one
hacd, there are respondents who trust whites, know many whites well, and like the
whites they have met. On the other hand ale respondents who know few vhites wel!
;:rd do not trust whites or like those they have met. In the forcer grou,) the.
are 45 respondents who say they like "Almost all" or "ros,." of the whites ho -e

met, trust 411 or r.ore whites, and know 5 or more tohites In the 1cter
IX -2
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group are 131 respondents who say they do not know any whites well, trust 10% or
less of whites, and like "Few," "Hardly any," or "None" of the whites whom they
have met. Together, these two groups colstitute 30% of our entire sample.

Further evidence that the two ,:ontrasting syndromes are operating among the re-
spondents in our sample is provided by the finding that trust in whites and num-
ber of whites known well were related among respondents who like "Al,1o5t all" or
"Host" whites or like "Few," "Hardly any," or "None" of the whites they have net
but not among respondents who like "Some" whites. Respondents who say they like
"Some" whites, in other words, appear to be a "swing" group in the sense that
those who trust or distrust whites do not necessarily know many Cr few whites
well, and vice versa; as liking cr disliking for whites solidifies, however, so,
too, does the tendency to trust whites and get to know them well on the one hz-10
or to distrust whites and avoid close personal relationships with them on the
other.

It also should be noted that the number of respondents (131) exemplifying the
drone of dislik> for whites, distrust of whites, and few whites known well is

nearly three times as large as the number (h5) exemplifying the syndrome u trust

in whites, liking for whites, and many whites known well. This finding raises
the important issue of whether the former group is so large primarily because re-
spondents have had negative personal relationships with whites, or, alternately,
because they have had little opportunity for positive relationships with whites.
Although we have no explicit measure cf whether this group of respondents has
tended to have had negative contact with whites or has had limited relationship!,
with whites, our data do allow us to speculate that for the sample as e whole
limited oppoctunities explanation Is more plausible than is the negative contact.
explanation.) Our primary reason for reaching this conclusion is that if the s,,,-
drome of distrust-dislike - few whites known well is being generated primarily in
negative relationships with whites, we would not hive expected so high a percen-
tage (52%) of the 281 respondents who said they liked "Few," "Hardly any," or
"None" of the whites they had met to have said that they did not know even one
white person well. In addition, it is more parsimonious to conclude that in gens-
ra/ the group of 131 respondents who distrust and dislike whites and say they knoN
no whites well is more likely to have had limited rather than negative contct
with whites while attending unquestionably segregated schools and, presumably,
living in segregated neighborhoods. Although it is important to re-emphasize the
facts that contingency data of the type reported in this section do not unambigu-
ously allow for causal interpretation and that longitudinal data would be recluirc
to justify more conclusive interpretations than we have offered here, nevertheler.:
the patterns in our data do suggest that distrust of whites .nd dislike of whites
among respondents in our overall sample are rooted more frequently in lack of con-
tact than In negative contact with whites.

JAs noted below, however, there is some reason to believe that In two cities
(Eastern City and Deep South City), negative relationships with whites ray 12c
a morn prevale,lt force in generating the syndrome than is true in the ot;Ier

three cities.
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Inter-city patterrs

In contrast to our previous study of Kansas City students in which It was found
that a majority of respondents tended to be more trustful than distrustful toward
whiten, in the present study a clear majority of 66% of the respondents in our
total sample (Table 1) trust 10'4 or fewer whites. Examination of the school-by-
school data showed that it was the deep south school in which respondents were
overwhelmingly distrustful of whites across-the-board (86% who responded trusted
liTA or fewer whites), and that Kansas City students were significantly less likely
to say they trussed 10% or fewer whites than did respondents in the other three
northern cities. (Of the five cities, Kansas City was the only city in which
more than half the respondents trusted 11% or more of whites.)

As one would expect given the association already reported between trust in whites
and liking for whites, students in Deep South City and students in the Kansas City
sample also differed significantly on liking for whites from students in the re-
maining three large cities: 66% of the respondents in Deep South City reported
that they liked "Few," "Pardly any," or "Hone" of the whites they had met, as cor-
pared with 40% of respondents in the remaining three cities and 28% in Kansas
City. 5 in the case of number of whites known well, however, the pattern was som-
what different; here the Kansas City sample, as expected, WAS highest on number
of whites known well, but It was Upper Midwestern City rather than the Deep Soutl,
City in which the lost amount of contact was reported (Deep South City ranked
3rd out of 5 on this variable). City-by-city data on this variable are shown in
Table 7.

TA3LE 7

Selected Data on Number of Whites Known Well by City

Average Mum-
Percent '!ho Know No Writes Percent 1c, Know Five ber of Yhites

City, or One White Well or More Yhites Well Known "ell*
Kansas City 1 4.9 3.0
Eastern City 4h !:; 3,6

Deep South City 52 35 ';.0

Lower Midwestern City 53 26 2.6
Upper Midwestern City 62 23 2.3

compute averages, scores In the 3-4 category were counted as 3.5, scores in
the 5-6 category were counted as 5.5, and scores in the 7 or more category were
counted as 3, All differences between adjacent schools except that between th..
Kansan City and the Easter' C;ty samples were significant at the .05 level or
beyond using Chi square to test the differences In distributions across five
response categories.

L:Forty-five percent of the 159 Kansas City respondents as compared %..ith 621; of
237 resoonJents in the three larger cites gave this response (X2 u 10.62; df =1;
p (.005), The difference between the deep south sample and the three-city sam-
ple was significant at the .001 level (X2 = 32.6; df = I),

5The difference between the dep south sample and the three-city sample uas sig-
nificant at the .001 lc.,e1 (x = 32.64; df = 1), The difference between the
Kansas City sample and the three-city sample was significant at the .05 level
(X2 = 7.0C; df = 1).

(36
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If the interpretations outlined above concerning the relationships between number
of whites known well and attitudes toward whites are correct, one would expect to
find that both number of whites known well and trust in whites play a pert in de-
termining whether black youth in segregated schools have positive feelings about
the whites they have net. That is, students must have contact with whites and also
must overcome a basic distrust of whites before experiencing favorable 'Pelings
toward whites. As a test of this interpretation we examined the school -by- school
patterns on all three variables (Table 8).

TABLE 8

Patterns of Response by City on the Variables Contact with Whites,
Trust in Whites, and Liking for Whites

City

Average Number
of Whites

Known We

Percent Ilho

Trust 10%
or Fewer
Whites

Percent Who Like
Almost all or Most

Whites

Kansas City 3.8 46 38

Eastern City 3.6 66 29
Ceep South City 3.0 86 11

Lower Midwestern City 2.6 5E 27

Upper Midwestern City 2.3 60 26

'See note in Table 7.

The data in Table 8 tend to support the conclusion that contact with whites (as
indicated by number of whites :<newn well) and trust in whites both must be present
to prodoce liking for whites among black students in segregated environments. As

a croup, respondents in Kansas City score relatively high on contact with whites
and relatively icw on distrust of whites (compared to the other schools), and the
rercent of respondents who say they like "Almost all" or "Most" whites is hif7hr
in Kansas City than in any of the other cities except Eastern City. PesponLYncs
in Eastern City have almost as much contact with whites as Kansas City respondons,
but two-thirds of them still distrust 90h or more whites, and the percentage vho
like "Almost all" or "Mpst" whites is not much higher than in the other two large
cities. Respondents in Deep South City are overwhelmingly distrustful of v.hites,
end the percentage favorable towaro whites is lowest of any school in the sample,'
The fact that Eastern City respondents score relatively high on contact with whites
but score second highest on distrust in whites and do not approach the Kansas City
sample on liking for whites suggests that contact with whites frequently does noc
result in liking for whites unless preceded by the development of a sense of trust.

5The difference between Kansas City and Eastern City on )ft'n) for whites was just
short of significance Ji the .05 level. (X2 = 3.40, df = !).

'The difference between Ceep South City and Upper Midwestern City 01 liking for
whites was significant at the .01 level (X2 m 16.30, df = 5).
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In Eastern City, clearly, the relatIvriy 1-1J1 level of contact with .:*lites reported
by respondents in our sample frequently ha, rot overcome (or Las helped produce)
a basically distrustful orieotation toward whl',:es. This finding in turn s!iggests
that respondents in Eastern City may Er -. erperlenciny more negative contact
whites than are respondents in the other tnrea northern cities.

Given the nature of race re'ations end the I Istory of overt racial si.,hj,

blacks In the south, it Is not diMcult to explain the pattern found z(_;
dents in Deep South City. Students in th's sample did report having a mod
amount of contact with whites, but much of this contact apparently is negativ lnd

in any case does little if anything to moderate their pervasive distrust of Olites.

Partial correlations between number of whites known well, liking for whites, tool
trust In whites also were computed and a-e shown in Table 9. The patterns
in Table 9 suggest that liking for whits is a mediating variable between trust in

whites and number of whites known well. For the sample as a whole, the zcro-srlor
correlation between trust in whites and number of whites known well is rede,0,
nearly half when account is taken of liking for whites, while the first -ord ,r-

relations between trust in whitel and liking. for whites and between
whites and number of whites known well arP reduced only moderately when account is
ta:.2n of the third variabie. The low zero-order correlation (.18) between trust
in whites and number of whites known well among respondents in Eastern City is com-
patible with our speculation that respondents in that city may be experiencing
more negative contact with whites than is the case In the other four cities. We

know of no particular reason that might explain why the zero-order correlation be-
tween number of whites known well and liking for whites in Lower Midwestern City
is so low to begin with and disappears entirely when account Is taken of trust in
whites. This finding does suggest the conclu-ion, however, that for some unknown
reason number of whites known well is not es closely associated with liking for
whites in Lower Midwestern City as In the other four schools in the sample.

TABLE 9

Zero-Orde and Partial Correlations 3etween Trust in Whit,,1,
Number of Whites Known Pell, and Liking for Wnites, by School

A r trust in whites; 3 Number of Whites Known Weil; C = Liking for
Whites

AB BC AB,C AC.B BC.A

Kansas City .34 .49 .42 .17 .31 .41

Eastern City .18 .47 .42 .03 .39 .33

Deep South City .29 .46 .25 .20 .14 .42

Upper MW City .56 .44 .48 .44 '31 .24

Lower Mq City .31 J7 .46 .26 .43 .G3

Total Sample .32 .42 .44 .17 .36 .33

To sum up, the patterns delineated in this section suggest the following conclu-
sions concerning tendencies related to Interracial attitudes and contacts Among
our sample of black students from five cities.
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1. Respondents in Deep South City have a moderate amount of contact with whitts
relative to other cities in our sample but much of this contact is negative anci
further deepens an intially pervasive distrust of whites.

2. Respondents in Upper Midwestein City at,c1 Lower Midwestern City have little
contact with whites relative to the other cities and consequently have few oppor-
tunities to develop either trust or positive feelings toward whites.

3. 'espondents in ,:astern City have relatively high contact with whites but much
of this contact is negative and therefore does relativel} little to overcome feel-
ings of distrust and dislike for whites. This inference Is further supported by
the rata in Table 10, which shows the proportions of respondents who trusted
Or less of whites after respondents in each sample were sorted into two groups
composed of those who did and did nct now more than two whites wcli. As shown in
Table 10, Eastern City was the only city in which there was not a statistically
significant difference at or beyond the ,025 level in percentage of whites trusted
between the two groups classified by cumber of whites known well, A closer exami-
nation of the percentages shows that Eastern City was the only northern city in
which a majority of respondents who knew two or more whites well did not trust llY
or more of whites. At a minimum,this pattern indicates that Eastern City resnon-
dents who have appreciable contact with whites for some reason are not as likely to
trust whites as are respondents who have tills much contact with whites in the o',her
northern cities.

TABLE i0

Percentages of Respondents .;ho Trust 10% or Less of Whites,
by Number c)' Whites Known '!el!

Respondents who know

Kansas
City

Eastern
Cite

Deep South Upper Mid-
City west City

LOW, Mid-
west City

U-2 wMtes well 55 75 95 72 73

:spcndents who know
2 or more whites well 29 62 75 32 35

2
and p with 1 df 15.21;< .001 2.00; <.25 12.78;< .001 9.06;(.00S ( .39; < .025

(39

1X9



X. Attitudes Rega,dine the DeILLILLL of Separatism
and Orientation Toward Nlites

Like trust in whites, attitude regarding the desiraHlityof separatism consti-
tutes another variable which reasonably might be expected to be related to atti-
tudes of liking or disliking toward whites and to number of whites known well.
For example, it is plausible io predict that black youth who know few whites well
might be more inclined to support separatism than do those who know marry whites,
and It seems reasonable to expect that black youth who say they dislike whites
will be more supportive of separatism than will those who tend to like the whites
they have met.

Our previous study of Kansas City student in 1968 showed a slight tendency for
number of whites known well, liking for whites, and desirability of separatism
to interact in the sense that respondents who knew many whites well tended to say
they liked the whites they had met and those who liked the whites they had met
tended to be less supportive of separatism than those who disliked whites. 3e-

cause this pattern indicated the possible operation of a two-step attltu0e-forma-
tIon process leading from contact with whites to liking for whites to views on
separatism, we speculated that the stage between contact with whites and liking for
whites might be one during which negative stereotypes about whites were being
overcome, resulting ltimateiy in a lessening of support for separatist philo-
sophies. However, the relationship between liking for whites and desirability of
separatism with number of whites known well controlled was neither strong nor con-
sistent; for this reason we were not sure whether the same relationship would ap-
pear using the larger and more diverse sample in the present study.

To explore this question, three-way tabulations were cared out1 using responses
to the tree items, "Da you feel this (separation into two nations, one black and
one white) would be desirable or undesirable?", "How many white people would you
say you know well?", and you like the average white person yc._ have met?"
These tabulations indicated that:

1. Number of whites known well and ilkingfawhites remained highly and consis-
tently related in a positive direction when respondents were classified in three
groups according to whether they said separation was "Very desirable" or "Desir-
able," slid they were "Unsure." or said separation was "Undesirable" or "Very un-
desirable."

2. Responses regarding the desirability_pf separatism were not related to re-.
sprPses concerning rumbern of whites knoml well when account was taken of !Ring
for whites.

3. Responses reprd:ng the desirability of separatism were nnt related to re-
sponses koi.cerning liking for whites when account was taken of number of whites
1.pown well.

In addition to these three-way tabulations, responses regarding the desirability
of separatism also were examined for possible zero-order associations with each
of the other two variables considered separately.2 In each case, desirability

1 These tabulations are not shown as a table in the text.
2
These data aro not shown as a table in the text.
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of separatism was significantly related to the other variable. With regard to
number of whites known well. it was found that only eight percent of the respon-
dents who said they knew seven or more whites well said they thought separation
was "Very desirable" or "Desirable," as compared with 19% of those who did not
know a single 1.11ite well (X = 10.30; df = /; p( .005"), With regard liking
for whites, it was found that only eight percent of the respondents who snid they
liked 'Almost all" or "Most" of the whites they had met felt that separatist 10S
"Very desirable" or "Desirable," as compared with 18% of those who liked "Few,"
"Hardly any," or "Hone" of the whites they had met (X2 = 7,34; df = 1; p `,Cl).

Consluering these two sets of findings together, our data suggest that both unfa-
vorable personal attitudes toward whites and lack of personal contact uith whites
may be necessary if these variables are to result in support for separatism. That

is, since it was found that Iikino for whites is nor_ associated with attitude on
separatism when number of whites known well Is accowited for and that number of
whites known well is not associated with Ittitude on separat!sm when liking for
whites is accounted for, the best way to explain the separate zero-,1rder associa-
tions found between attitude regarding the desirability of senaratism :.nd the
other two variables is to assume that neither liking for whites nor number of
whites knewn well generates rejection of sepeation in the absence of Cle other,
Conversely, of course, it also is assumed that neither dislike for whites nor lack
of personal contact with whites is associated with support for separation in the
absence of the other.3

To further explore the possible relationships between supporu. for separatism and
the variables measuring Interracial attitudes 2nd contact, partial and multiple
correlations were computed betwcsIsn these variables for suudents In Upper Midwes-
tern City, where visual Inspection indicat.A that the fcur variables were more
'tighly associated than in the other cities. These data nre shown in Table 11.

TA3LE 11

Zero-Order, rJartiPI, and Multiple torr,latioos Between Items Dealing with the
Des:rability of Separatism, Trust in Vhites, Liking for Whites, and

Contact with Whitt:7, for RespondeAts in Upper Midwestern City*

A = Do you Feel this /separation into two nations, one white and cue tlacki would
be desirable or undesirable?

3 = Do you like the average white person you have met?
C = AboLt what percentages do you feel you can crust?
0 = How many white people would you sai ycu know well?

A3 AC AD SD BD CO AD.8 10.) AC.3 AD.K: A.3CD

.35 .55 .33 .46 .44 .56 .21 .44 .47 .01 .56

*Although the N's varied slightly from one calcuation to another, mast of the
correlations are based on U's (pi' 85 to 90.

-Mo.e complicated explanations also might accoalt for these relationships. For

example, it Is possible that a fourth variable related to the three considered
here might be primarily responsible for the relationships described in this sec-
tion.
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As shown in Table 11, the multiple correlation between attitudes regarding desir-
ability of separatism and the other three variables in Upper Midwestern Citywas
.56. That is, knowledge of responses regarding liking for whites, trust in whites,
and number of whites known in Upper Midwestern City wouid-TIAve enabled us to
predict 31% of the variance in responses regarding desirability of separatism. A
multiple correlation of this magnitude is quite high considering the amount of er-
ror and noise Inevitably found in data of the kind we are working with in the
present study; it indicates that at least In some cities, support for s,1:aratism
among black youth is fairly closely associatee with interracial attitudes and ex-
perience.

Closer examination of the data in Table IT indicates that the zero-order correla-
tion of .33 between desirability of separatism and number of whites known well
was rede-ed to .21 then ac,:ount was taken of liking for whites and was further re-
duced to .00 when account was taken of both liking for whites and trust in whites.
These findings suggest that both likinn for whites and trust In whites are inter-
vening variables between desirability of separatism a :id number of whites known well
rowever, the smallness of the reduction to .47 in the zero-order correlation of
.55 between desirability of separa ;sm and trust in whites when liking for whites
was accounted for suggests that trust in whites is more closely related to sepa-
ratism than is liking for whites.

Although these Jata apply only to Upper Midwestern City and, as before, cannot re-
veal whether support for separatism tends more to result from or to shbpe inter-
r3cial attitudes end experience, they do sugg.2st that interracial contact and at-
titudes may play an irportant part in determining wether most black youth will
continue to reject separatism in the future.

As described earlier, analysis of the differences in responses between students
in Kansas City and Lower Midwestern City on the one hand and Eastern City and Up-
per iidwestern City on the oti,cr sh'wed that there was more support for separatism
in the latter two cities than in the former two. This finding suggests that sup-
port for separatism also may be associated with size of city and/or regional loca-
tion, thus indicating that separatism is a complex phenomena which is affected by
local conditions other than those directly Involving Interracial attitudes and
contaC,:s.

72
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XI. Additional Relationships Among Attitudes

To further explore the meaning of the responses to the attitude items, Pearson
product moment correlations were computed between many sets of items. in one set

of comparisons, these correlations were beteen trust in whites, number of whites
known well, and liking for whites on the one hand and four other attitude items
dealing with views on non-violence, attitudes toward the police, and attitudes re-
garding separatism on the other. These correlations are shown in Table 12. Cor-

relations are shown for each of the five schools and for the sample as a whole.

Several general conclusions .about the cities in the sample which stand out in
Table 12 are as follows:

1., In terms of influencing or being influenced by civil rights and race relat.ons
attitudes, orientation toward whites seems to be more salient for students in
Upper Midwestern City than in the other four cities. In eight of the twelve groups,
of correlations, the correlations for Upper Midwestern City are larger than for
any other city; in some cases, they are considerably larger, and in several ca:es
they are the only statistically significant correlations found in the data.

2. Correlations in Deep South City tend to be near zero. In general, Table 12
suggests that knowledge of orientation toward whites among Deep South City respon-
&ants would not enable one predict much about their views on civil rights and
race relations. In part, this is probably due to the restricted range of the dot:i
on trust in whites (86% of the respondents trust 10% or fewer whites) and liking
for whites (only 11% liked "Almost all" or "most" whites) among Deep South City
respondents.

3. Except for Upper Midwestern City, response:; regarding the desirability of
separatism are about equally correlated (or uncorrelated) with trust in whites,
number of whites known well, and liking for whites. Among respondents in tipper

Midwestern City, the correlation between rejection of separatism and trust in
whites is .55, as compared with re4ective correlations of .33 and .35 between
attitude on separatism and the remaining two orientation variables. This finding
suggests that trust In whites is a particularly critical fector in the attitudinal
development of students In Upper Midwestern City.

Expectations regarding race relations

For four of the five schools and for the sample as a whole, the correlations be-
thr n trust In whites and liking for wh tes cn th,., one hand and responses to the
item asking whether "problems between blacks and whites will be solved in a peace-
ful and constructive way" on the other were considerably higher than the correla-
tions between responses to the item and number of whites known well. 'ac:ucr Mid-

western City was an exception in that there was no correlation between trust in
whites .end responses to the item). This finding suggests that trust in whites and
liking for whites may help generate optimism about the future of race relations
among black youth In segregated schools Cr that pessimism about the future of race
relations may generate distrust and dislike of whites. Number of whites known
well, ho,rever, apparently is not associated with optimism about the future of race
relations, except indirectiv cs it may lead to an Increase or decrease in trust
and liking for .hite.;.1

lihe partial correlation analysis shown in Table 13 also supported this conclu-
sion.



TABLE 12

Pearson Product Moment Correlations Between Selected Items
involving Orientation toward Whites and Attitudes Involv-

ing Civil Rights and Race Relations, by City

Do you think
our country
will be sepa-
rated into Do you feel

two nations, this would be
Orientation Toward one black and desirable or
Whites Items one white? undesirable?

How do you feel
about the ideas
of black people
who argue that
non-violence
is the best way
to achieve the
goals of black
people?

Do you think the
problems hetween
blacks end whites
will be solved in
a peaceful arie

constructive way?

About what percen-
tage of whites do
you feel you can trust?

Kansas City
Eastern City
Deep South City
Upper MW City
Lower MW City

Total

.03

.14

.17

.19

.28

.14

.29

.22

.0G

.55

.08

.23

.09

.13

.02

.13

-.15
.06

.18

.23

.18

.40

.04

.20

How many white pec-
ple would you say you
know well?

Kansas City .05 .20 .19 .10

Eastern City .07 .20 -.02 .10

Deep South City .05 -.06 .03 .12

Upper MW City .02 .33 .20 .28

Lower MW City -,11 .07 -.05 .04

Total .07 .14 .06 .13

Do yogi like the ave-
rage white person you have met?

Kansas City .04 .21 .19 .15

Eastern City .11 .30 .14 .24

Deep South City -.01 .06 .16 .23

Upper MW City .08 .35 .20 .48

Lower MW City .13 .06 .19 .16

Total 07 .18 .16 .23

X 1 -2



75

A multiple correlation computed separately for respondents in Upper Midwestern
City2 also showed that the variance in the variables trust in whites, liking for
whites, and number of whites known well was associated with 27% of the variance
in responses on expectations regarding the future of race relations - a finding
which tends to support the conclusion that InterrAclul attitudes and experience
probably do play a part in affecting the attitudes rrany black youth hold concern-
ing the future of race relations.

Expectations regarding separatism

For the sample as a whole, distrust of whites was slightly associated with expec-
tations that the "country will be separated into two nations, one black and one
white," but there was little or no correlation between liking for whi'..es or number
of whites known well on the one hand and responses to the expectations item on the
other. As shown in Table 13, the partial correlation of .12 between trust in
whites and expectations regardim separatism after account was taken of number of
whites known well was nearly as high as the zero-order correlation of .14. As in
the preceding discussion, these patterns suggest that trust In whites may help
generate optimism about the future of race relations as measured by expectations
that the U. S. will breek up into two separate nations, "one black and one white."

Attitudes on non-violence

Agreement with the "ideas of black people who argue that non-violence is the best
way to achieve the coals of black people" is more closely correlated with liking
for whites than with trust in whites or number of whites known well. Although
none of the correlations between attitudes retarding non-violence and liking for
whites is greater than ,20, the overall correlation of .16 Is significant at the
.001 level, while the remaining two correlations for the total sample are not
stetistically significant at the .05 level, In addition, partial-correlation
data in Table 13 show ttAt the first-order partial correlations between liking for
whites and attitudes regarding non-violence with account taken of number of whites
known well (.11; .16; .16; .13; .19; .15) were not appreciably different from the
zero-order correla Ions (Table 12) of .19; .14; .16; .20; .19; and .16, respec-
tively. Thus we conclude that there is a very slight tendency for liking for
whites but not trust in whites or number of whites known well to be independenJy
associated with views on whether "non-violence is the best way to achieve the
goals of black people."

To further explore possible determinants of attitudes regarding the use of vio-
lence "to achieve the goals of black people," partial and multiple correldtions
for respondents in Lower Midwestern City were computed between responses on this
item and responses on the items involving the severity of local job problems, the
likelihood that black -white problems would be peacefully resolved, ratinc of lo-
cal police services, and perceptions of personal opportunities for the f.,ture.
Lower MIdwestero City was chosen for this analysis be,:ause visual inspection in-
dicated that attitudes regarding non-violence .sece more closely related to other
attitudes in this city than in the other cities.)

2This analysis is not shown as a table in the text.

3lero -order correlations between rejection of non-violence and the other attitude
variables in Lower Midwestern City were as folows: severity of Job problems -
.28; expectations regardin) peaceful resolution of race problems - .40; adequacy
of local police services - .38; and personal opportunities for the future - .31,

X1-3
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The patterns of partial correlations showed that these variables were independent-
ly associated with attitudes regarding non-violence and, except for moderate cor-
relations of .17 and .23 between perception of job problems on the one hand and
rating of police services and ,..xpectations regarding separatism on the other, were
not correlated with each other.4 The multiple correlation between attitudes regard-
ing non-violence and the variables dealing with perceptions of job problemsi rating
of police services, and persona/ opportunities for the future was .56, thus indi-
cating that the variance il these three variables was associated with 3P, of the
variance in attituns regarding non-violence in Lower Midwestern City. Similarly,
the variables ra.ting_of police services, expectations regarding the resolution of
racial problems, end per5ona', opportunities for the future predicted 42% of the
variance in attitudes regarding non-violence. These results indicate that ten-
dencies to reject non-violence among black youth are independently associated with
favorable perceptions regarding local employment and police services as weii as
positive perceptions of one's opportunities for the future and expectations for a
peaceful resolution of black-white problems.5

Opportunities for the future

Another attitude Olich was of particular interest to us Involved respondents' view'.,
of their personal opportunities for the future. Visual inspection of zero-order
correlation data indiLated that responses to the item, "Do you feel your opportun-
ities for the future are good?" were associated with responses to the items deal-
ing with liking for whites, the Quality of !veal employment services, and fatalism
as tapped by the statement, "People like me don't have much of a chance to be suc-
cessful in life." Zero order, partial, and multiple correlations among these vari
ables are shown for each school and the senile as a whole In Table 14.

As shown in Table 14, the multiple correlation between persona! opportunities for
the future and the other three variables is .35, indicating that 12% of the vari-
ance in responses on personal opportunities for the future is associated with vari,
aice In the other three variables. The patterns of correlations shown in the
table indicate that, fatalism, liking for whites, and quality of local emeipprent
services are noCciosely a'ssoclatc., with one °nether (e.g., the zero-order correla-
tion between liking for whites and the fatalism item is .12 In the total sample;
the partial correlation between fatalism and the nolity of local employrrint_s2rv-
Ices with liking for whites accounted for is .09). In no case does holding one
variable constant greatly reduce the correlation between two other variables, ei-
ther for the sample as a whole or any of the individual schools, These results
Indicate that liking for whites, fatalism, and evaluation of the guality_of local
employment services for black people each make an Independent though small contri-
bution to black students' perceptions of their opportunities for the future.

a.

'fhis analysis is not shown as d table In the text.

5
lecause It is difficult to see how attitude regarding non-violence might have a
substantial effect on these other attitudes, we believe that the primary direc-
tion of causation probably is that the fpur variables play a part in determining
attitudes toward non-violence. It is not possible, however, to establish this
conclusively on the basis of correlation data.
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The relationship between perceptions of opportunities for the future on the one
hand and orientation toward whites and fatalism on the other hand also was under-
scored by a multiple correlation analysis computed bet),,eel. responses of Kansas C:ty
students on the Items dealing with personal opportunities for the future, number.ol
whites known well, and Fatalism. Fatalism was measured by the two items "Good
luck is more Important than i.,ard work for succes," art "ecple like m don't have
much of a chance to be successful in life," The multiple tor-elation between per-
ceptions of opportunities for the future and the othe three items wss .51r thus
Indicating that number of whites known well and fatalism could be used to predict
26% of the variance in perceptions of opportunities for the future among students
in Kansas City.

Attitude toward the police

After visual inspection indicated that attitude toward the police as measured by
the item, "How would you describe your attitudes toward the police?" was related
to responses on the items dealing with interracial attitudes and contact, zero-
order, partial, and multiple correlation; were computed to determine what could
be inferred about the interrelatiooships between these attitudes.

As shown in Table 15, much of tire variance lo responses to the item on attitude
toward the police is associated primarily with responses to the items dealing with
trust in whites and liking for whites.'

Closer examination of the data on Upper Midwestern City shows that the zero-order
correlation of .32 hetween attitude toward the police and trust in whites was re
duced to .11 by accounting for liking for whites. This pattern suggests that lik-
ing for whites is a mediating variable between trust in whites and attitude toward
the police In this city. Since Upper W western City was the only city in which
there was a sizable zero-order correlation between number of whites known well and
attitude toward the police and since the correlation persisted even after account-
ing for liking for whites, these patterns suggest that number of Olites known well
is more directly related to attitude toward the police among respondents in Upper
Michrestern City than in the other four cities,

Willingness to live in integrated neighborhoods and desirability of Integrated
housing

Visual inspection Indicated that willingness to live in an integrated neighbor-
hood was related more closely to responses on items dealing with the desirability.
of separatism, attitude tcerard the police, and expectations regardinithe resolu-
tion of racial problems than to other items on the guestioonaire, Zero-or-6:1, .rar-

tial, multiple correlations were computed between the four items for respon-
dents in Lower flidestern City, where the interrelationships oetween them oppear(
to be greater than in any if the other cities, The results are shown in Table

6This analysis Is not shown as a table In the text.

7Pumber of whites knowr well also is related toattitudes toward the police in
Upper ridvestern City, where 317, of the variance in responses concerning the
police can be explained in teros of the other three items.
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TA1LE 15

Zero-Order, Partial, and Vmitiple Correlations 3etweer. items Dealing with
Trust in Whites, Number of Whites Known Well, Liking for Whites,

and Attitude toward the Police, by City

A = How would you describe your attitudes toward the police?
3 = Do you like the average white you have met?
C - How many white people would you say you know well?
D = About what percentage of white people do you feel you can trust?

Al AC AD 3C BD CO AD.3 CD.3 AC.1 1D.3C

Kansas City .31 .07 .34 .49 .42 .34 .24 .17 .10 .27 .41

Eastern City .20 .06 .23 .37 .42 .18 .22 :03 -.01 .22 .30
Deep South

City .26 .13 .16 .46 .25 .29 .10 .20 .01 .10 .28

Upper MW City .50 .39 .32 .44 .43 .56 .11 .44 .22 .01 .54

Lower IT) City .46 .01+ .25 .17 .46 .31 .05 .27 .04 .06 .46

Total Sample .21: .11 .20 .42 .44 .32 .11 .01 .10 .26

TAILE 1G

zero-Order, Partial, and Multiple Correlations 'etween Items Dealing
'ith 'allingness to Live in an Integrated Neighborhood, the Desir-
ability of Separatism, Attitude toward the Police, and Expectations
Regarding the Future of Race Relations, for Respondents in Lower Mid-
western Citya

A = If the situation arose, would you be willing to live in an iktegrated
neighborhood?

= Do you feel this fs'eparation into two nations, one white and cne black/
would be desirable or undesirable?

C = How would you describe your attitudes toward the police?
ry - Do you think the problems between blacks and whites will be solved in a

peaceful and constructive way?

A; AC AD 3C "Xi CD AD.1 CD.3 AC.1 AD.1C

.33 .29 .48 .24 .03 .06 .51 .05 .22 .51 .63

aThe correlations in this table are based on Nos which varied from 55 to 60.

As shown in Table 16, the correlation of .29 betwceo willingness to live in inte-
grated neighborhoods and attitude toward the police is reduced to .22 t,h_in-,ac-
count is taken of desirability of separatism. The correlation of .48 between
willingness to live in integrated neighborhoods and expectations regarding the
resolution of racial problems Is not reduced when ac7ount is taken of attitude

80
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regarding separatism and attitude_t:warlia. These patterns indicate
;hat willingness to live in an Integrated neighborhood is independently associated
with each of the othe .. three variables. The multiple correlation of .63 indicates
that 40% of the variance in response on the item dealing with willingness to live
in an integrated neighborhood among respondents in Lower Midwestern City is as-
sociated with variance in the other three items.

A similar analysis8 also was carried out with regard to the item asking respon-
dents hcw desirable they thought it was to achieve integrated housing rather than
th -lr personal willingness to live in an integrated neighborhood. The correla-
tion patterns were similar to those reported in Table 16, except that perceptions
regarding the desirability_of integrated ho'ising among Lower Midwestern City re-
spondents 5urprisingly correlated at only .15 with perceptions regarding the de-
sirability of separatism. Thus the patterns indicated that perceptions regarding
the desirability of integrated housing were Independently associated with attitude
toward the police and expectations regarding the resolution of racial problems
among respondents In Lower ridwestern City. The multiple correlation of .55 indi-
cated that 30% of the variance in responses regarding the desirability of inte-
grated housing could be accounted for in terms of responses on the other three
items.

Rejection of nonviolence and fatalism vs. blocked opportunity

3ecause a study carried out by Ransford9 after the 1965 civil disturbance in the
Watts area in Los Angeles had indicated that sense of powerlessness was one of the
variables related to disposition to use violence, we also compared views regarding
non-violence of respondelts who responded "Agree very much" or "Agree" to the
statement, "People like me don't have much of a chance to be successful in life"
with the views of respondents who responded "Disagree" or "Disagree very mtxh"
with this item. This comparison showed that students who had a high sense of fa-
talism (i.e., powerlessness) as indicated by agreement with the statement "People
like me . . ." were much more likely to disagree with the "Ideas of black people
who argue that non-violence is the best way to achieve the goals of black F.,?oplc"
than were respondents with a low sense of fatalism (X2 = 10.44; df = 1; p c.U5);
thus the results supported the conclusion that fatalism is associated with agree-
ment with the use of violence to achieve the goals of black Americans.

riased on information collected from black youth In Detroit before and after the
1967 riot in that city, Forward and Williams have reported data challenging the
validity of Ransford's finding of an association between fatalism and support for
Oolence)0 Forward and Williams began their report by asserting that two fund., -
mental theories have been proposed to account for "riot participation" /support7:
the 'blocked-opportunity" theory and the "allenation-powerlessness" theory. The

8
This analysis Is .lot shown as a table in the text

Edward Ransford, "Isolation, Powerlessness and Violence: A Study of Att;tue,es
and Participation in t'ie l!atts Riot," Am,:rican Journal of Sociology., Vol. 73

(1968), 581-591.

°John R. Forwar," JP; k. WW1ams, "Internal-External Control and 31ac! Mili-
tancy," Journ,: of 15Aes, v. 2f, no 1 (1970), 75-92.
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'blocked-opportunity" theory, as defined by c^rward and \iilliams, predicts that
persons most likely to be riot participants are those who have high aspirations
and believe in their ability to achieve these goals and who also perceive that it
is external discrimination and not their own Inadequacy which prevents them from
effecting their goals; the "alienation-powerlessness" theory predicts that vio-
lence supporters are persons who are isolated from society, feel their inferior
position in society Is due 0

0
prejudice, :nd experience a strong, internal sense

of subjective powerlessness.

Although there is some overlap between theses tw?,definitions or theories, the for-
mulation does lend Itself to empirical testing. 'lased on their respondents' as-
sessment of the Detroit riots as "Good," "3ad," or "Uncertain," Forward aod

report that their results "provide substantial support for the blocked-
opportunity theory of riot causation and little support for the alienation-
powerlessness theory"; respondents who assessed the riot as having been ''Good"'
w. re 1.,,s,k0 less rather than more fatalistic about their ability to control
their liveS and'futures than were respondents who thought the riot ,lad been

"bad."13 In other words, it was respondents who felt their oppo, iities were

blocked by external forces rather than those who felt a sense of powerlessness
who were violence prone as measured by endorsement of the riots.

In the present study, the competing theories were tested by classifying respon-
dents who agreed with thL statement that "People like me don't have much of
chance to be successful In life" as high on "alienation-powerlessness" /fatalism/
end classifying respondents as high on sense of "blocked opportunity" if tfey
said their opportunities for the future were poor or if they responded to the
open-ended item, ''that is the biggest problem holding black people back in your
city?" by citing "racial discrimination" or "lack of Job opportunities" rather
than "laziness or other bad habits" or "'ack of education, skills, ambition, abil-
ity, or confidenne In one's self." Violence-proneness /riot support/ was assessed
with the item, "How do you feel about the ide...as of black people who argue that

non-violence is the best way to achieve the goals of black people?"14 The per-
centages of respondents who were high end low on allenation-poweriessness" and
"blocked-opportunity" and on both variables combined and who rejected ("Disagree"
or "Disagrea very much") non-violence are shown In Table 17.

11
Ibid., 77-78.

12Although both groups of individuals by definition perceive external forces as
limiting their opportunities, the 'blocked-opportunity" group is high on sense
of personal power (internal control) and the "alienation powerlessness" is loo
on sense of internal control and high on sense of powerlessness (fatalistic).

13
0p. cit., 89-84.

11)'Violence-proneness Lriot support/ also was independently asses.,cd with t;le ittn,

"Do you think it is possible that you might ever find yourself participating
in a riot?", but this definition was dropped wren it was found that res?oneents
high on "alienation-poweriessneis" did not differ from those who ware low and
respordents who vvre high on "blocked opportunity" did not differ from those ao
wer,.. low.
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TABLE 17

Percentages of Respondents in Alienation-Powerlessness and
Blocked-Opportunity Groups who Disagreed or Disagreed Very

Much with Non-Violence

Alienation- Blocked Blocked
Powerlessness Opportunity

\ \ e..2k

Opportunity Z Opportunity -3

High (a) Low (b) High (c) Low (d) High (e) Low (f) High (g) Low (h)

% 22_-121/ % (N) % (ta % % (N) (N)

/JO (64) 23 (418) 29 (130) 22 (427) 29 (107) 19 (175) 33 (43) Plot

puted

(a) Respondents who 'Agreed" or 'Agreed very much" with "People like me don't
have much of a chance to be successful in life."

(b) Respondents who "Disagreed" or "Disagreed very much" with "People like re
don't have much of a chance to be successful In life,"

(c) Respondents who perceived their opportunities for the future as "Ve(y poor,"
"poor," or "i',eacocre..."

(d) Respondents who perceived their opportunities for the future as ';:ood" or

"Very good."
(e) Respondents who cited "racial discrimination" and "lacK of Job opportunities"

in identifying the biggest problem holding black people back.
(f) Respondents who cited laziness or other bad habits or lack of education,

skills, ambition, ability, or confidence in cne's self it identifying the
biggest problem holding black oeople back,

(g) Respondents in categories c and e above.
(h) Respondents in categories d and f above.

As shown in Table 17, respondents who were high on "elienatiol-powerlessness "'
(fatalistic) rejected non-violence nearly twice as often as those who were low.
Respondents .4110 were nigh on "blocked opportunity" as measured either by percep-
tions of personal opportunities for the future or by belief concerning problems
Folding back black people rejected non-iloience only 7 to 10 percent more fre-
quently than did those who v.re low on either of these measures of blocked oppor-
tunity considered separately, Moreover, when blocked opportunity was defined as
relative pessimism about one's opportunities for the fut.,re and by belief that
the problems of black people are due to racial discrimindtiorrr lack of job op-
portunities, the percentage of respondents who were high on blocked opportunity
and who rejected non-violence increased to 33% - a figure which still was slight-

ly lower than the 40% of respondelts who were high on "alienation-powerlessness"
and who rejected non-violence.

Although these results disagree with Forward and conclusion that Fb13,:7Ned

opportunity" Is much more Important than "alienation- powerlessness" In predi-itiog
support for violence among black youth, they do support Forward and Williams' find-

ing that perceptions of blocked opportunity are associated with support for vio-

lence. The results also support Ransford's conclusion that fatalism is associates
with ideological support for violence among black Americans. Thus our conclusion
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is that feelings of blocked opportunity and of alienation-powerlessness gatalisr27
are both associated with dispositions among black youth to reject "the ideas of
black people who argue that non-violence is the latIt way to achieve the goals of
black people."15 In addition, it also should be noted that although there are
major differences between Forward and Williams' definitions of the variables and
the definitions we used, these differences in no way obviate the legitimacy of
our conclusion that both the blocked opportunity theory and the alienation-
powerlessness theory have some support in the data reported in this section.

Summary

A number of conclusions are suggested by the data reported In this chapter. In

some cases patterns o: interrelationships among attitudes were uncovered by ex-
amining data from a single city in which relationship among a given set of atti=
tudes seemed to be closer than in the other cities. Philo this type of analysis
can only point to generalized relationships which might be clear and relatively
universal across cities if it were possible to obtain more precise data a strons,

relationship found in even one city does support the conclusion that attitudes
among black youth on the matt,,rs investigated In the present study do tend to be
inter-related. Given the difficulties of obtaining an accurate reading cn issuc7
which involve a good deal of emotion and are difficult to measure for a variety
of reasons inclu!ing ambiguity among respondents, acquiescent response set, dis-
trust of questionnaires, complexity of Interrelationships, problems inherent in
scale construction, and many other reasons, zero-order correlations of .3 or
and multiple correlations of .5 '1r .6 such as were several times reported in this
chapter actually are fairly high. The most important conclusions suggested by
these data were as follows:

I. Expectations concerning wLether"probiems between blacks and whites will be
solved in a peaceful and constructive way" are related to trust in whites and
liking for whites but not directly to number of whites known well.

2. Tru:, in whites but not liking for whites or number of whites known well is

dir,:rtly associated with expectations regarding separatism.

3. Tendencies to reject "the ideas of black people who argue that non - violence
is the best .way to achieve the goals of black people" are associated with dis-
like for whites, perceptions that job problems ire serious, pessimism concerning
the peaceful resolution of black-white problems, unfavorable ratings of local
por.ce services and pessimism concerning personal opportunities for the f.iture.

4. Pessimism concerning personal opportunities for the future is associated with
dislike for whites, sense of fatalism or powerlessness, few whites known well,
and negative evaluation of local employment services.

15For cur total sample, bio:ked opportunity a. measured by perceptions of personal
opportunities for the future was correlated at .27 with fatalism as Ermasur.A by
the Item, "People like me don't have much of a chance to Us successful in liFe."
'Mlle this correlation is high enougn to Indicate hat the two items definitely
are associated, it 's not high enough to reject the conclusion that bIncked op-
portunity and alienation-powerlessness are independently associated with ar-
ceptance of non-violence.
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5. Negative attitudes toward the police are associated directly with distrust 01
and dislike for whites. In Upper Midwestern City, number of whites known well
also appears to be directly associated with attitude toward the police and dis-
like of whites appears to be a mediating variable between trust in whites. and at-
titude toward the police. The latter relationship could mean, of course, either
that negative attitude toward the police leads first to dislike and then distrust
for whites or that distrust of whites leads to dislike of whites and then nega-
tive feelings about the police, or both.

6. Villingness to live it an integrated neighborhood, at least In Lower idwest-
ern City, is associated with expectations that separatism will not occur, unfavor-
able attitude toward the police, and expectations that black-white problems will
be peacefully resolved. Perceptions that Integrated housing is desirable are as-
sociated with fe-orable attitudes toward the police and expectations that black -
white problems will be peacefully resolved.

85
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X/I. Comparison with Other Research

Although very little research has been conducted focusing on the attitudes of
black youth of high-school age, a substantial arncunt of information is available
iegarding the attitudes of Negro adults, particularly in the lest five years since
civil disturbances in nany cities has stimulated a growing interest in and recog-
nition of the importance of this topic, re have reviewed a sizable number of
these studies In order to identify as in which, they may agree or disagee with
the data described in this report. The results are reported in this chapter.

Attitudes toward police

One of the striking findings reported in several other studies as well as this one
is the extensiveness of negative feelings toward the police among black Americans.
In the present study, f)r example, only 30% of our respondents described them-
selves as having favorable attitudes toward the police. This figure was farily
comparable to the 27% of respondents who rated the police as "Excellent" or "Cool"
with regard to four types of police practice in a 1961, study of black residents
of New York City's Bedford-Stuyvesant Area and the 38% of black respoildents who
rated the police as "Very good" or "Good" in a 1967 study in Detroit.

Definition of Cack Power

An interview study carried out in 1967 among 461 black adults in Detroit included
the question, "What do the words 'black power' mean to you?"2 Many of the cate-
gories Into which answers were classified differed markedly from the categories
we used in connection with our item, "What does 'Black Power' mean to you?", thus
making it Impossible to compare all Cle responses obtained in the Detroit study
with all those in the present study. however, we can compare proportions in a
few categories which were the same or similar In the two studies.

One of tfie response categories used in the Detroit study was 'Racial (3iack)
Unit, , Twenty-three percent of the respondents gave answers which were classi-
fir this category. In the present study we used toe category "Black unity
and pride" and found that 22% of our respondents were placed in this category.

Four of the categories used in the Detroit study were "31acks Rule Ghites,' "Ra-
cism," and ' 'Trouble, Rioting, Civil Disorder," and "Nothing"; alto ether, 39% of
the response, were in these categories (22% were in the "Nothing" category). The

oniy comparable categories we used which included at least I% of the responses
of students in our sample were "Just a word - nothing; confusion; foolishness"
and "31ack take over or role of the country or world." In our total sample, 14Z
of the responses were placed in these categories,

1
Horivl Hah:1 and Joe R. Feagin, "Riot-Precipitating Police Practices; Attitudes
in Urban Ghettoes," Phylon, v. 31, ro. 2 (Srmmer 1970), 183-193.

2
Joel D. Aberbach and Jack L. "aiker, ''The Meanings of 3Iack Power: A Comparison
of Oite and Black Interpretations of a Political Slogan," The American Political
Science Review, v. a, no 2 (JJne 1970), 367-388.
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chic difference between the two studies Is not surprising when it is realized

that most of the 39% of respondents falling in the four categories mentioned above
in the Detroit study were negative about the term "Black Power." As the authors

of the report pointed out, "qe encountered few racist, ani-white Interpretations
of black power among our black respondents and most of those came from respondents
who were not sympathetic to black powen."3 This suggests that a much higher per-
centage of respondents in the Detroit study were unfavorable coicerning the term
"31ack Power" than was true in the present study. 'thus 50% of the Detroit re-

spondents were c ';sified as unfavorable to the term, whereas the great majority
of our respondents defined "Black Power" in terms that were neutral or clearly
positive. This finding in turn suggests that black youth probably are much more
positive about the concept of "31ack Power" than are their parents a findin4 g

which was independently confirmed In another study conducted in Kansas City.

In general, however, the types of responses students in our sample gave in defin-
ing the term "31ack Power" and in responding to other items are characte 'zed
quite well in the following sentences in which the Investigators in the uecroit
study summarized their findings:

There was chauvinism and some glorification of hlackne..s,
especially among those who interpret black power as a call
for racial unity or solidarity, but mJst were pro-b1ack
rather than anti-white. Black unity definitions of block
power are not disguised appeals for separation from Am:,ican
society; at least, not at the present mommt.5

Rejection of non-violence

One of the largest studies of the attitudes of black people in the United St-ter
was carried out in 1967 and 1968 by Cam `lei! and Schuman for the National Advisory
Commission on Civil Disorders. The study included interviews with approximteiy
25,00 black citizens in 15 cities.6 The authors of the study reported that 22%
of their black respondents betwe,en the ages of 16 and 19 said they would be will-
ing to use violence to gain equal rights.7 This figure agrees very closely dith
the 19% of respondents in the present study who said they either "Disagree very
much" er "Disagree" with "the ideas of black people who argue that non-violen,:e
is the best way to achieve the goals of black people."

p. 387.

4Joseph P. Caliguri, Daniel U. Levine, and Ahden Tangeman, "31ack Power Attitudes

knong Students In a Slack Junior High School," Kansas City; Center for the Study
of Metropolitan Problems In Education, 15,0 (mi.)eo).

Aherbach and ;talker, op. cit., p. 387.

6Angus Campbell and Howard Schuman, "Racial Attitudes in Fifteen American Citics.'
Suonlementa, Studies for the National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders.

+'ashington, D. C.: U. S. Government Printing Office, Jone 1968.

7 Older respondents and poorly educated respondents were less supportive of violence
than were the young or the better educated.

5
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Sy way of contast, Louis Harris conducted a national poll of black opinion in the
early part of 1970 and reported that 31% of the 1,255 respondents who were inter-
viewed and 40% of the 14-21 year olds believed that blacks "will probably have to
resort to violence to win their rights.P5 In the present study, no more zhan
22% of our respondents in any of the five cities and no more than 20% in any of
the four non-southern cities said they disagreed with the idea of non-violence.
Harris' percentages do not include respondents who had no opinion and his inter-
view questions apparently forced respondents into a dichotomous response either
a.,reelng that "violence is probably necessary to gain rights" or agreeing that
black people "can win rights with-nit violence." It is probable that these dif-
ferences In the research approach find differences in the way questions were worded
account for the large difference between Harris' results on the one hand and those
in the present study and the fifteen-city study conducted by Campbell and Schuman
on the other.

Sourport for organizations

Farris also asked respondents to identify the groups which "represent my own per-
sonal views." Twenty-five percent of his respondents selected the Black Panthers
and 61% agreed that the "Panthers given me a sense of pride."5 Forty-three per-
cept of his respondents between the ages of 14 and 21 were reported as agreeing
that the Black Panthers represented their own personal views. These figures are
in close agreement with the 124 of respondents in the present study who cited the
'lack Panthers a; a group "doing the most to help black people" and the tendency
al:fo'i9 those respondents who cited the Black Panthers to specify development of
black :)ride as their major way the Panthers are "helping black people."

This does not mean, however, that black Americans believe the Panthers or other
militant groups are very effective in ways other than the development of black
ride. Just as Harris found that only 29A of his respondents rated "leaders of
black militant groups" as "very effective" in terms of overall leadership (as
compared with 71%, 67%, and 56% ratings for black elected officials, civil rights
leaders, and black religious leaders, respectively), only about 15% of our re-
spondents cited the Panthers as making contributions involving political, economic
or educational improvement in black communities.

Support for separatism

Another question used in the flfteen-clty study conducted by Campbell and Schuman
ti

ich was comparable to one In the present study asked respondents whether they
thought there should be a separate black nation within the United States.10 Ter'

percent of the black respondents between the ages of 15 and 19 were reported in
agreement with the statement. This figure compares fairly well with the IV of

"Louis Harris, "The Black Hood: More Militant, More Fopeful, lore determined,"
Time, April 6, 1970, 28-29. TIvz figure of 317, was 10% higher than the comparable
21?) Harris reported were in agreement with the statement in 1966.

9
Louis Harris, 22. cit.

10rompbell and Schuman, oa. cit.
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respondents in the present study who 1d It either was "Desirable" or "Vevy de-
sirable" that the United States "be separated into two nations, one black 3nd or
white." it also sl.ould be noted that Campbell and Schuman found a directly pro-
portional relationship between age and re-jection of separatism. Since the sts-
dents in our five-city sample were younger than the youngest subgroup (16-19 year
olds) in the fifteen-city sample, it is reasonable to expect that a higher propor-
tion of respondents in our sample - though still a minority - would be supportive
of separatism than was true among 16.49 year olds in the fifteen-city sample. It

will be important to observe whethe.- this phenomena is verified in further re-
search spanning a wider age range than was available in the present study and Ole-
ther black youth of high school age retain their relatively high degree of sym-
pathy for separatism as trey become young adults or are followed by increasingly
more separatist waves of black youth who enter high school in the future.

Rating of local_ sel:vices and facilities

A 1967 study of the ratings of local neighborhood services and facilities of more
than 6,000 residents in five "eoverty" neighborh....ods in Pittsburgh was reported
by Gilbert and 12aton in 1960.11 Two of the neighborhoods included in the study
have black populations of 89% and 71%, respectively. In the neighborhood in
v.hich 89% of the residents ware black, the percentages of respondents who rated
selected services as "positive,V,"nettral," and "negative" (as classified by thc
investigators) were as follows:'"

Housing- 57% positive; 16% neutral; 27% negative.
Police: 58% positive; 10% neutral; 14% negative.
Schools: 79% positive; cfn neutral, 14% megative.

By way of contrast, it will be racalled that respondents In the present study were
more negative than positive about local services and facilities. qith regard to
the three services or facilities Lited above, for example, ratings in our five -
city sample were as follows:1J

Housing: 15% positive; 33% neutral _mediocre/; 52% negative.
Police: 20% positive; 25% neutral; 55% negative.
Schools /Education/: 34A positive; 38% neutral; 28% negative.

bite respondents in both samples were considerably more positive about local
schools than about housing 1, :itles and police services, respondents in Gilbert
anc Eaton's Pittsburgh sample were much more positive about all three services
than were respondents in our five-city sample. It is true that there was

lrell Gilbert and Joseph ". Eaton, Nho Speaks for the Poor?", American Institute
of Planners Journal, v. 36, no. 6 (November 1970), 411-416.

12
"positive" ratings as defined by '.filbert and Eaton Included the response cate-
gories "All right" and"Very goot." "Negative" ratings inr:luded the response
categories "Terribly bad" and "Pretty bad."

13For purposes of this comparison, the 'Very good" and "Good" categories and th,-
"Very poor" and "Poor" categories have been collapsed into "positive" and
"neutral"categories.

)
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substantial variation from city to :ity in our sample, but In no city in our sam-
ple were respondents anywhere near as positive about local neighborhood services
or conditions as were those in the Pittsburgh study. It is possible that dif-
ferences in the two studies are due primarily to the fAct that the Pittsburgh
study sampled adults and our sample consisted of high school students, to the
three-year span between the studies, or to distinctive conditions which make
black respondents in poverty neighborhoods in Pittsburgh more positive about lo-
cal neighborhood services than is true in neighborhoods sampled in the cities in-
cluded in the present study. Also, ratings of police services in the Gilbert and
Eaton study were much higher than have been reported in other studies cited in
this chapter, thus suggesting that the Pittsburgh data may be atypical due to such
reasons as distinctiveness of 'oral conditions or errors in sampling and data col-
lection.

Influence of Social Background Variables

As noted in an earlier part of this report, it was found that the attitudes of
respondents in our sample were not strongly or consistently related to the social
class of their families, sex, or grade leNiel in school. In general, this finding
agrees with much previous research which Indicates that with the occasional excep-
tion of age In studies including a wide age range, neither the attitudes nor the
behaviors of black Americans on matters involving civil rights and race relations
are strongly related to these social background factors. One recent report on
the attitudes of black youth in restern Contra Costa County, for example, indi-
cated there was "negligible influence of status origin in group uientation"
tavard militant or nationalist croups such as the Black ;Muslims. The author
want on to note that "most studies which have found an association between approv-
al of the Muslims and low status were not based on adolescents.15 The finding
also agrees with our previous finding that the attitudes of black high school stu-
dents in Kansas City were strikinglusimilar for students classified by sex, grarie
level, and social-class background.

Similarly, an analysis by Schuman and Gruenberg of the relationship betwr.:en den°.
graphic and socioeconoalic variables And the attitudes of black respondents in the
fifteen-clty sample studied by Campbell and Schuman also indicated that the as-
sociations betwen attitudes and social background variables were very slight.17
Thus the authors reported, for example, that only 3.4Z of the variance in block
respondents' ratings of local neighborhood services and only 2.17, of the variance
on perceptions of riot causes were associated with the five "individual attributes"
of age, sex, education, occupation, and family Income. They further pointed out
that in general survey-type research these attributes "often constitute the

li:Glen H. Elder, r3roup Orientations and Strategies in Racial Change,"
Social Forces. v.

Jr.,

43, no. L: (June 1970), 1:45-1!61.

15
ibid., 453.

16
Fiddmont and Levine, op. cit.

17
Howard Schuman and 3arry Gruenberg, "The pact of City on Racial Attitudes,"
A7,?r1can Journal of Sociology, v. 76, no. 2 (September 1970), 213-261.
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totality of major explanatory background variables . . an provide a tou,ihstone
for that can be achieved by such variables with these data. "fie They therefore

concluded that with respect to attitudes Involving race and urban conditions,
"race creates greater differences in perspective on these questions than does in-
come or sex. 1119

It is possible that part of the reason social class background seldom is found cor-
related with attitudinal variables among black youth is due to the difficulty of
measuring and lack of adequate measures of social class backgrourd among black
Americans. Existing social class measures have been developed and validated pri-
marily or exclusively utilizing majority white samples. 3ecaw..e occupation, edu-
ce'ion, and other components of social class do not have precisely the same mean-
ing in predominantly-black communities as in national white samples, existing so-
cial class measures appear to be less valid, on the whole, for black respondents
than for white respoueents. !4.1ile a certain amount of work has been done, par-
ticularly in the U. S. Census 1ureau, to develop better social class measures for
black populations, such measures have not to our knowledge been refined enough
(if, indeed, they can be) to correlate highly with attitudes on civil rights or
related matters. In addition, as noted in the next section there is reason to
believe that cormonalities in black experience tend to swamp social class and
other social background factors to a much greater degree than generally is the
case among white populations.

City Size and Variation Among Cities

On the whole, this study found few very large or systematic differences between
the attitudes of black youth in the cities Included in the sample; for this rem
son, we were able to describe the attitudes of an "average" respondent in the
sarrple.20 Like the finding that the attitudes of our respondents were not con-
sistently relatod t^ social background variables, this suggests that the attitudes
of black youth tend to have much in common wherever they live and whatever their
background.

This finding also is substantially in agreement with Schuman and Gruenberg's
analysis of the data Caf)ell and Schuman collected in the fifteen-city study.
Schuman and Gruenberg repo,ted that although city accounted for core variance in
the attitudes of black respondents than did "individual attributes" /social back-
ground/, only with respect to "variables that are largely cognitive in nature"
(i.e., the behavior of specific local government officials) was the percent of
variance accounted for by city of appreciable mr,gnitude (e.g., ;7.27. of the vari
ante In "1elleves mayor is not trying hard to solve city problems" was accounted
for by "city"). With regard to such variables as ''Prefers association with blc ks
only," "Riots were a black protest, not simply looting," and "Dissatisfaction with
neighborhood services," however, the lercentages cf variance accounted for by

18 ibid., p. 224.

19
Ibid., p. 240.

20
Although we chose to describe the average respondent in the non-s0Lthern cities,
on most items we could easily have done this instead for the sample as a .hole.
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drrrerees between cities were 1.3%, 2.2%, and 3.8%, respectively.
21

'because

Schuman ard Cruenberg were more concernA with the possible relationship between
black respondents' attitudes and the percentage of black citizens in the cities
in their sample, they did not comment at length on the possibility of an associa-

tion between size of the ghetto and attitudes. They do, however, report data

showing that on attitudes such as those of concern in this study (i.e., neighbor-
hood services; discrimination; police; self-determination; and violence orienta-
tion), the correlations between attitudes and size of city on the whole were about
as high as those between atti',Ides and percentage of population Negro, and neither

sets of correlations were as h.gh as those between attitudes and size of the bir,c..

population. For example, the correlation between size of the black population and

satisfaction with neighborhood services was -.46, whereas the corresponding corre-
lations between satisfaction with neighborhood services and size of city and per-
centage of population Negro were -.31 and -.11, respectively.22 These findings

are compatible with the evidence we reported suggesting that size of the ghetto

and/or size of city may be :;igniticantly related to black Americans' attitudes on
',ratters involving race relations, civil rights, neighborhood conditions, and re-

lated matters.

Conclusion

Ye have reviewed sone of the research conducted during the past four or five years
examining the attitudes of black Americans on matters such as those investigate
in the present study and found that our results generally parallel or approximate
findings reported elsewhere. In the few cases where the types acid ieveis 0: re-
sponses we obtained appear to differ very much from data reported in previous re-

search, difference, in the age of our sample or the wording of our questions as
compared with other studies account quite well for these divergent results. The

only finding reported elsewhere which seems inexplicably incongruent with our '.,11
was in connection with perceptions of local services among residents of a black

neighborhood in Pittsburgh. The size of the differences between the Pittsburgh
data and our own suggest either that black youth may be considerably more discon-
tented with local neighborhooa conditions than are black adults or that the Pitts-
burgh neighborhood in question may be unusually highly-rated by its residents.
In any case the Pittsburgh data need not be viewed as seriously challenging the
validity of the data reported in this study.

rlven the congruence between our five-city data and research reported elsewhere
as v.ell as the general consistency we found across the five cities and among sub-
groups of black youth classified by social class, sex, and grade level, common
forces mist be affecting the perceptions of blai7k youth in many if not most neigh-
borhoods and cities. Several of the forces which possibly may be operating in
this way have been described as follows by Seymour Spilerman at the conclusion of
a paper examining the possible causes of civil disturbances which occurred in

U. S. cities betwen 1961 and 1968:

21Schuman and Gruenber.g, op. cit., 218-221.

221bid., p. 248.
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The conclusion from this analysis is that the racial dis-
turbances of the 1960's were not responses to conditions
in the local community. Disorder-prone cities do differ
from their less traumatized neinhbors in many significant
respects. .owever, these conditions have little to do
with a community being prone to racial disorder, and are
instead the Incidental charactevistics of cities with
large Negro populations. . . .

Each of these factors - the national government, televi-
sion, and the development of biack solidarity - has
served to expose Negroe to stimuli which are uniform
across communities. it is not that local conditions do
not differ significantly for the Negro, rather it is

that these variations are overwhelmed by the above con-
siderations.'3

In addition, the facts of life in segregated black neighborhoods such as those
served by schools includes' in our sample from five cities inherently involve cer-
tain cod.uonalities from one neighborhood or city to the next and thus can be ex-
ee.:feJ to exert a common influence on the attitudes of black youth and adults.
That is, the experience of growing up and living in subsucieties isolated from a
larger society aenerates certain similarities in the perceptions and beliefs of
the members o: such subsocieties, particularly in the case of groups like black
Americans which have been systematically excluded from fully participating in
the iarger society by a seamless web of interlocking racist institutions. Ex-

amples of such similarities associated with the dynamics of racial isolaticn
have beer aptly described as follows by a Scandanavion anthropologist who ex -
amined ghetto life in ,fAshington, O. C. from the viewpoint of a relatively neutral
and independent outside observer:

As the ghetto dwellers experience the behavior of white busi-
nessmen and policemen and work out interpretations of it to-

gether, they arrive at a collective definition of their grie-
ances. They chuckle as they see a good friend and neighbor
leave by the back door as the bill collector enters through
the front door. They finH themselves under constant surveil-
lance from slow-moving patrol cars and feel they know what
she policemen inside are thinking about them. They note
that the "fresh greens" at the grocery look like they have
been around for some time, and that the children they send
to the store on an errand often seem to get too lithe
change In return, And tney know of instances when police-
men "accidentally" shot those suspected of only minor cf-
reoses--something they can only see as gross disregard for
black lives. Of course, a great deal of the interaction
between the ghetto dwellers and these white outsiders In
their territory flows quite smoothly. Quite possibly, too,
the outsiders may be able to explain satisfactorily some of

23f.c,mour Spilermao, "The Causes of Racial Oisturbances: A Comparison of Alter.

- A ive Explanations," American Sociological Review, v. 35, no 4 (August 197)),

61;5-646. 93
)0(.8



that behrvior of theirs which from tha ghetto dwellers'
point of view is only evil, 3ut what natters is that the
peop'e of the ghetto do in fact accumulate and shire among
themselves so much evidence of injuries to their interests
and honor, and that they find little or no reason not to
see the merchants as exploiters and the police as oppre,-
sors. ,

. . . Tl'a typical black-and-white joke at the Howard
Theatre is still about the Ku Klux Klan. Whether or not
the understanding of white people's racial attitudes
which this reflects remains correct today, the institution-
alized segregation of ghetto dwellers prevents many of them
from finding out much about the current state of white opin-
ion at first hand. Just as black people are taught about
the meaning of blackness by other blacks, they learn about
white people and race relations within tne ghetto community
rather than In face-to-face contacts with whites. White
people are being typed by black people, as "crackers,"
"grays," '1,1hitey," "Mr. Charlie," "ofays," 'PVT,' (poor
white trash), "honkies," or "blue-eyed blond devils" (a
Muslim tern), just as white people among themselves are
typing black people. In both cases the vocabulary becomes
a cultural storehouse for hosciiity, a part of the commun-
ity's own information about its external affairs which is
seldom contradicted by other sources. Perhaps the white
suburbs do not all share the views of the Klan, but the
unemployed streetcorner man who hardly knows any white
people personally does not necessarily know. As far as
he is concerned, the machinery of the society may still
seem like a Klan device to keep him down, and it is not

impossible to fit ghetto merchants, the police, and many
fleeting contacts with other whites into such an inter-
pretation. in his state of Isolation from mainstream
society, a ghetto dweller may well view institutionalized
segregation as a direct expression of average white per-
sonal prejudice. 'illetner he is correct in this or not,
the impact of this is such that he will take any not ob-
viously prejudiced white person with whoa he comes in
contact to be an exception to the rule.'

!'Ulf Hannerz, Soulside. Iniries into ',h.r:tto Culture and Community. New York:
Columbia University Pres:, 1969, pp. 165-66,
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XIII. Summary and Discussion of Major Conclusions

Chapter II portrayed the responses of the "average" respondent in the four nor-
thern cities by describing the general level of response on items in the ,Tostion-
naire. For thp most part there was relatively otos? agreement among respondents
from city to city. Highlights of this portrayal indicated that the average respon-
dent.is distrustful of molt whites; knows few if any white persons well; belknies
that employment problems ir his city are serious, partly clue to racial discrimina-
tion; is favorably disposed toward the concept of Black Power, which he defines
in terms of achieving equality, freedom, and racial pride; agrees with the ideas
of those who believe non-violence is the best way to zchieve black goals; does not
believe that black-white problems will be solved in a peaceful and constructive
way: is optimistic about his personal opportunities for the future; perceiv.s hous-
int, employment, law enforcement, recreation, and .elfare services or facilities
for black people in his city as poor to mediocre; is willing to live in an inte-
grated neighborhood but does not think integrated housing is particularly import-
ant; and either has not changed his mind much in the past few years or has becom
more optimistic about the topics investigated in the questionnaires.

Chapter III reported on responses to the items, ""hat groups do you feel are doing
the most to help black people?" and "In what ways are these groups doing the -lost
to help black people?" Yhe rAACP and the Black Panthers were cited far more fe-
quertly than other groups and organizations, and several local groups active in
one or another city were cited fairly frequently by respondents in those cities.
Groups which were cited as "doing the most to help black people" generally k.,ere
seen as helping by "bringing black people together," "helping set up black busi-
ness," "helping to find jobs," "encouraging education," and "developing black
pride." Groups were seldom cited as making a contribution by "telling tie man
off" or "influencing the government"; however, the 3iack Panthers were cited more
frequently than the NAACP for "telling the man off" as v,t. as for "developing
black pride," while the NAA'P was cited more frequently than the Panthers for
"helping to find jobs."

Chapter IV described dlfferenc-s among the four northern cities. Indications
were found that black youth in very large northern cities may be more negativ
about local neighborhood conditions and services, more pessimistic about ti-171
opportunities for the future, more expectant that separatism would occur and (to
a lesser extent) more supportive of separatism, and more inclined to attribute
"violence arong some black people" to lack of opportunity than are black youth i

smaller northern cities. in addition, the data suggested that black youth in very
large northern cities may be more fatalistic (i.e., greater sense of powerless-
ness) than black youth in smaller northern cities. Particularly because the
number of cities included in the present study is so small, these conclusion7;
must be viewed as tentative and primarily as suggestive of further research;
ne'ertheless they also point to the possibility that black youth in the north
may become more alienated ir many of their attitudes if they become more isol:sted
in growing urban ghettoes in the future.

Chapter V reported differences between Deep South City and the four northern

cities. Peep South City respondents were more expectant that schools in the north
will be integrated, more Inclined to define a ghetto as a "concentration camp,"
"prison," 'restricted area," or "reservation," more positive about local neigh-
borhood services and facilities, more favorable toward the police, more inclined
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to see themselves as participating in a riot, more inclined to attribute violence-
which some black citizens have engaged in" to an effort to gain equal richts,
and more inclined to cite the Slack Mu-lims as doing the most to help black people
than were respondents in the northern cities. These differences were interpreted
as resulting at least in part From Deep South City respondents' relative lack of
knowledge of conditions and circumstance in black communities in the urban north.
In addition, Deep South City respondents were more Inclined to defink, "Black
Power" in terms of "Total equality and freedom to do what whites do," more in-
clined to cite racial discrimination and less inclined to cite lack of unity as
the "biggest problem holding black people back in your city," more inclined to
associate serious job problems with societal causes, less inclined to feel they
live in a ghetto, and more inclined to say their attitudes had become more optimis-
tic in the past few years than were respondents in the four northern cities.
These results were interpreted in terms of differences in conditions which may ex-
ist in small southern cities as compared with large cities of the urban north.

Chapter VI described differences which were fcund between Upper Midwestern City
and the other four cities in the sample. Respondents in Upper Midwestern City re-
ported they knew fewer whites well and were more supportive and expectant of sepa-
ratism, more negative about local services and facilities, and more pessimistic
about their opportunities for the future than were respondents in the other four
cities, These findings are consistent with the hypothesis that black youth iso-
lated in very large urban ghettoes are likely to be more alienated from and nepa-
tie about U. S. society than their counterparts who may be somewhat less isolated
in smaller ghettoes elsewhere.

Chapter Vil summarized differences which were found between Kansas City and the
other four cities in the sample. Kansas City respondents knew more whites well
and were more favorable and trusting toward whites, less inclined to cite the
'lack Panthers as "doing the most to help black people," less inclined to disagree
with the "ideas of black people" who argue for non-violence, more inclined to ex-
pect a neaceful and constructive resolution of racial problems, less inclined to
rate job problems as serious, more inclined to say organizations had helped black
people hy "helping set up black business," and more likely to define "lack Power"
as "just another word" than were respondents in the other four cities. These re-
sulcs were Interpreted as raising the possihility that traditional community de-
velopment approaches which do not require either eliminating the racial ghetto or
giving real power to its Inhabitants may be working relatively well in Kansas City
as compared with other cities in our sample; however, it would be unwise to view
the Kansas City situation in too favorable a light considering that black youth
In Vansas City are nearly as isolated and in some respects alienated as in the
other cities and the considerable evidence in this report and elsewhere which sug-
gests that national commonalities in social conditions affect the attitudes of
clack youth in urban centers throughout the United States.

Chapter VIII described differences which were found between the attitudes of
Kansas City respondents in a 1968 sample and the 1970 sample included in the pres-

ent study. As compared with the 1968 sample, respondents in the 1970 sample raret
more polarized in high- and low-contact-with-whites groups, more distrustful to-
ward whites, less expectant that white and black communities would become fully
separat'e, less polarized and more uncertain concerning the desirability of separa-
tism, less expectant that problems between blacks and whites will be resolved
peacefully, less negative about employment and police services, more inclined to
see themselves as living in a ghetto and less inclined to perceiv their
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neighborhoods as safe, less likely to perceive civil disturbances as motivated by
revenge rather than desires for equal rights, and less fatalistic about their o;-..-
pacity to control their fate. In most respects, these changes were in the direc-
tion of closer agreement with the attitudes expressed by black youth in the other
three northern cities included in the study. The Increases which occurred in ex-
pectations that black-white problems will rot be peacefully resolved and in per-
ceptions of living in an unsafe ghetto may mean either that black youth in Kansas
City were more realistic in 1970 than in 1968 or that they are becoming more ali-
enated and negative about race relations and living conditions in the city. Uhe-

ther the increase which Lbas noted In distrust of whites, the decrease which was
found in support for separatism, and other differences between the two samples
are interpreted as desirable or undesirable depends to a considerable extent on
the ideology and philosophy of the observer.

Chapter IX examined relationships among responses to the items dealing with trust
in whites, liking for whites, and number of whites_known_well_. Three -way tabula
tions showing the zero-order assaAations between any two of t1,-se variables with
the third accounted for, comparisons between response patterns in the five
and correlation analysis were used to identify inter-relationships among the three
variables. These analyses and comparisons suggested that two contrasting syndromet-
are at work among many respondents in our sample, one marked by contact with whites
trust in whites, and liking for whites and one by lack of contact with whites, dis-
trust of whites, and dislike for whites. The latter syndrooe appears to be much
more common than the former, probably more because most respondents had limited
contact rather than negative contact with whites. Further analysis also susgested,
however, that respondents in Deep South City tend to have more negative though
somewhat limited contact with whites and respondents in Eastern City tend to have
!Tore negative and frequent contact with whites than do respondents in the other
three cities. Respondents in Kansas City, by way of contrast, tend to have fre-
quent and positive contact with whites as comparl:d with other cities in the sam-

ple. Because all these anal.ees were based on cross-sectional contingency data
rather than .' gitudinal data, the results must be viewed as sugoestive and tenta-
tive rather than definitive and conclusive; nevertheless, oat° presented in the
chapter were internally consistent and provide a logical case for the hypothesis
that with many exceptions related to the quality of contact, contact with whites
tends to result in favorable attitudes toward whites and lack of contact tends to
reinforce or leave undisturbed negative attitudes toward whites which are common
among black youth in many if not most black communities,

Chapter X examined the relationship between attitudes regarding the desirability
of separatism and orien'ation toward whites. Using three-way tabulations similar
to those described in Chapter IX and correlation analysis of the responses of stu-
dents in Upper Midv.estern City, it was concluded that liPIng for whites and high
number of whites known well when present together are associated with rejection of
separatism and that (at least in Upper Midwestern City) liking for whites and trust
in whites are intermediate variables between number of whites known well and desir-
ability of separatism. As before, contingency data of the kind reported in this
chapter do not allow for definitive conclusions regarding cause-and-effect rela-
tionships, though the results suggest that lack of contact with whites and atti-
tude toward whites play a part in determining whether black youth accept or reject

separatism.

1

This statement does not hold in objective terms, since 467, of the Kansas City
respondents, for exanple, did not .rust as many as 11% of whites.
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Chapter XI utilized correlation analysis to examine the relationships zaong a va-
riety of attitude items included in the questionnaire. In several caws relation-
ships were highlighted by examining data on a single city in which items appeared
to be inter-correlated more strongly than was true in the other cities. Major
findings in this chapter were as follows; Expectations regardincythe resaiution
of racial problems is associated with trust in whites and liking for whites; Ex-
pect:tions regarding separatism is associated with trust in whiter; Attitudes re-
garding non-violence is slightly associated with liking for whites and also is as-
socia,:ed with perceptions of job problems, rating of police services, exoectations
regarding the resolution of racial problems, and personal opportunities for the
future; personal opportunities for the future is associated wich liking for white's,
ratings of the quality of local employment services, fatalism, and number of whites
known well; Attitude toward the police is associated with trust in whites and lik-
ing for whites; IMilingness to live in integrated neighborhoods is associated with
attitude toward the police, desirability of separatism, and expectations reeardina
the resolution of racial problems; and perceptions regarding the desirability of
integrated housing are associated with attitude toward the police and expectations
regarding the resolution of racial problems. Although many of the relationships
described above were weak, multiple correlations sometimes enabled us to use two
or three variables to account for as much as 30 to 45% of the variance in another.
3ecause these percentages are fairly high considering the amount of error and dis-
tortion inevitably found in data of the kind reported In this study, they offer
firm support for the conclusion that the variables with which we were concerned
on the questionnaire play an important part in shaping the attitudes of students
in our sample.

Chapter XII provided comparisons between our findings and other research cm the
attitudes of black Americans conducted in the last few years. For the most pert
our data are in close agreement with results reported in other research on the at-
titudes of black Americans in general and the attitudes of black youth in pmrticu-
Jar. This similarity was interpreted as reflecting the influence of natioL:I
forces as well as]the effects of commonalities in the physical and psychological
environments characteristic of predominantly-black communities in the United
States today.

Naving reviewed the major conclusions suggested by the data in this study, are will
conclude by stressing the following gener6lications which summarize t ,e most im-
portant findings and trends:

1. Attitudes of black youth In the five cities included in this study were rela-
tively uniform from city to city.

2. respondents tended to have little contact with and to be distrustful toward
; but tended to reject separatism and violence. Although they were optimir-

tic about their personal future, in general they were dissatisfied with the qual-
ity of local public services and facilities for black people.

3. Nigh contact with whites is di,ectly related to trust in whites and liking for
whites and indirectly related to support for separatism, Orientation toward
whites and attitudes involving fatalism, civil rights, and adequacy of local see%
ices are interrelated in many ways to the extent that one sometimes can predict
30 to 457, of the variance In one attitude Item from data on responses to three or
four of the others,



'lack youth in larger cities with larger ghettoes appear to be more fatalist;c
and more alienated as defined with reference to such measures as support for sepa-
ratism, dissatisfaction with local conditions, and pessimism about their future
than are black youth in smaller cities with smaller ghettoes.

5. ilidespread support exists far both the NAACP and the Black Panthers as well as
active local organizations. Contributions being made by the NAACP tend to be de-
fined in concrete, economic terms while contributions being made by the 'lack Pan-

thers tend to be defined in psychological terms.

Some readers may find it incongruous that black youth simultaneously tend to re-
ject violence and to endorse a group like the 31ack Panthers which rightly or
wrongly has been Identified in the mass media with violence. Some may sce incon-

sistencies in the findings that black youth in our ;ample are extremely distrust-
ful of whites and have little contact with whites but at the same time tend to re-
ject separatism, particularly since we also found good deal of evidence indicat-
ing that trust in whites and contact with whites ere related to rejectior of sepa-

ratism.

Such findings are only inconsistencies, of course,, to an outsider; for our respon-
dents these attitudes may constitute a coherent set of beliefs which reflect the
fact that by and large the majority of black citizens in the United States have
remained tenaciously and perhaps inexplicably faithful to traditional American
ideals and goals even though they have been systematically isolated and excluded
from institutions designed to help Americans attain these goals. In this vecard

our evidence indicating that black youth wno are isolated in the presumably larger

and growing ghettoes of larger cities tend to be fore alienated (as defined above)
than their peers in smaller cities may well be viewed as ominous; these findings
lead one to share with Charles Silberman the trepidation he expressed in the title
of an article several years ago for Fortune magazine: ";eware the Day They Chance

Their hinds." Noting our findings regarling the relationship between size of city
and the attitudes of black youth, it would be well to heed the urgent warning with
which Senator Abraham Ribicoff introduced the "Government Facilities Act of 1971"
for himself and Senators 3rooke and Cranston on the fluor of the U. S. Serate on

March 16, 1971:

. . we cannot afford to continue to arcue in the North who,
If anyone, is responsible for the segregation we can see all
around us. It is clear that this segregation did not just
'happen.' There is nothing accidental about the fact that in
city after city in the north, the blacks and the poor are con-
centrated in slums in central cities while the whites increas-
ingly are Isolated in the surrounding suburbs. . . .

e used to think that segregation in America was a problem of
one region, the South. And then we found that In the North
only 2%.6 percent of black students attend majority white
schools while in the South the figure is nearly half again as

high 38.1 percent.

.'e thought the problem was confined primarily to our schools,,
but now we know the cancer goes to the hert of our society.'

Congressional Record - Senate, March 16, 1971, S 311,9-S 3250.
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APPENDIX A

Grade Level Sex

What occupation do you think you will work in most of your life?
From what source does your family get the largest pay: of its income?
What is the occupation of your father?
Circle the highest grade of school completed by your father:

GRADE SCHOOL HIGH SCHOOL COLLEGE
7th 8th 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 5 6

If your mother is employed, what kind of work does she do?
Circle the highest grade of school completed by your mother:

GRADE SCHOOL HIGH SCHOOL COLLEGE
7th 8th 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 5 6

If you live with a guardian, what kind of work does he/she do?
Circle the highest grade he/she completed in school:

GRADE SCHOOL HIGH SCHOOL
7th 8th 1 2 3 4

1. What groups do you feel are doing the most to help black people?

COLLEGE
1 2 3 4 5 6

2. In what way are these groups doing most to help black people? (Circle one or more arawers)

bringing black people together

influencing the government

telling the man off

helping set up black business

helping to find jobs

encouraging education

developing black pride

other (specify)

3. What do you think is the most important reason why some black citizens have engaged in
violence? (Circle one)

to gain equal rights

to gain revenge

to cover up for looting

4. What does the term "ghetto" mean to you?

out of ignorance or stupidity

due to lack of opportunity

other (specify)

5. Do you feel you live in a ghetto?

6. Do you think your neighbors feel safe in your neighborhood? (Circle One)

Almost all the time

Seldom

Most of the time Not Usually

Very seldom

7. About what percentage of whites do you feel you can trust?

S. How many Nhite people would you say you know well?

9. Do you like the average white person you have met? (Circle One)

Almost all Most Some A few

Hardly any None

1 0 1'



10. Do you think our country will be separated into two nations, one black and one white?
(Circle one)

Certain Almost Certain Probably
Probably Not Very unlikely

11. Do you feel this would be desirable or undesirable? (Circle One)

Vey desirable Desirable Unsure
Undesirable Very undesirable

12. Do you think it is possible that you might ever find yourself participating in a riot?
(Circle one)

Yes, very possible Yes, it could happen Yes, but it isn't
probable

Unsure No, it is unlikely Impossible

13. If you answered yes. under what conditions could this happen?

14, How would you describe your attitudes toward the police? (Circle one)

Very favorable Favorable Not Sure

Unfavoi able Very unfavorable

Explain your answer to No, 14

16. Do you think there are serious problems in getting a job in your city? (Circle one)

Very serious

Not very serious

17, Explain your answer to No, 16

Moderately serious

Not serious at all

Is, What does "Black Power" mean to you?

19. How do you feel about the ideas of black people who argue that non-violence is the best way
to achieve the goals of black people? (Circle one)

Agree very much Agree much Agree a little

Disagree Disagree very much No opinion

20. What do you think are the three most important things needed to achieve the goals of
black people? (Circle three)

Develop personal pride Peaceful demonstration and protest

Education Individual determination to succeed

Guerilla warfare Political power

Retaliation against white racism Better understanding and communications

Whites accepting blacks as equals Passing of and implementing Civil Rights Laws

@thee (specify)
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21. Do you think the problems betwen blacks and whites will be solved in a peaceful and
constructive way? (Circle one)

Very definitely Definitely Probably
Probably not Definitely not

22. Do you think schools in the north will be integrated? (Circle one)

Very likely Likely Unlikely Very unlikely Unsure

23. If you answered "Very likely" or "Likely", how many years do you think it will
take?

24. Do you feel your opportunities for the future are good? (Circle one)

Very good Good Mediocre Poor Very Poor

25. What is the one biggest problem holding black people! back in your city?

26. What would you say are the two most important reasons why some of your fellow students
do poorly in school? (check two)

lack of preparation unreasonahle requirements lack of ability lack

of support at home lack of studying teacters don't understand lack of

ambition poor teaching lack of equipment and materials in school

27. In you,- opinion, how adequate are the following services or f2ciltties for black people in
your city? (Check one answer for each)

Very Good Good Mediocre Poor Very Poor
a. Housing
b. Employment
c. Education
d. Health
e. Transportation
f. Police
r. Recreation
h. Welfare

28. If the situation arose, vould you be willing to live in an integrated neighborhood? (Circle one)

Definitely Probably Maybe Probably not Definitely not

29. How desirable do you think it is to achieve integrated housing? (Circle one)

Very undesirable Somewhat undesirable Not particularly desirable Desirable
Very desirable

30. Eow good a student are you? (Circle one)

One of the best students in i-ty class Above the middle of my class

In the middle of my class Betow the middle of my class Near the bottom of my class

31. Good lurk 13 more important than hard work for success. (Circle one)

Agree very much Agree Not sure Disagree Disgarce Very much
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32. People like me don't have much of a chance to be successful in life. (Circle one)

Agree very much Agree Not sure Disagree Disagree very much

33. My experience has made me feel that life is not worth living. (Circle one)

Never Rarely Once in a while Sometimes Often Very often

34. I feel a sense of pride and accomplishment as a result of the kind of person I am.
(Circle one)

Very often Often Sometimes Seldom Very seldom

35. Have y 311 ever been in trouble with the police? (Circle one)

Never Once Two or Three times Four or Five times More than Five times

36. Have your opinions on the topics in this questionnaire generally changed in the last few
years? (Circle one)

Very much Much Some A little one at all

37. If you said your opinions have charged, how would you describe this change? (Circle one)

Much more optimistic Somewhat more optimistic A more optimistic

A little more pessimistic Somewhat more pessimistic Much more pessimistic

None of these terms fits

38. Please explain your answer to No. 37

Nclnon Hr ,Fe
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